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INTRODUCTION 
Teen pregnancy is a major societal issue in our country. Each year 1 in 10, or one 
million, girls will become pregnant — the highest rate of any industrialized nation in the 
world (Moore, 1995). The repercussions of early childbearing are well documented. 
Teenage females who choose to keep their babies are more likely to experience economic 
hardship (Chilman, 1983; Zelnik & Kantner, 1978), more likely to be dependent on welfare 
than adult mothers or adolescents without children (Zuckerman, Walker, Frank, Chase, 
1984), tend to have truncated education (Brooks-Gunn & Furstenberg, 1986; Card & Wise, 
1978; Held, 1981; Hofferth & Hayes, 1987; Zuckerman, Walker, Frank, Chase et al., 1984), 
have increased health risks (Zuckerman, Walker, Frank, Chase et al., 1984), and experience 
unsuccessful marriages (Chilman, 1983; Held, 1981; Tete & Lamb, 1989; Zelnik & Kanmer, 
1978). The children of these young mothers also suffer. It is suggested that these children 
are likely to have lower birth weights, poorer developmental outcomes, and increased 
behavior disorders (Held, 1981; Zelnik & Kanmer, 1978; Zuckerman, Walker, Frank, Chase 
et al., 1984) when compared with children bom to older mothers. Furthermore, early 
childbearing becomes a perpemating problem, with many children of adolescent mothers also 
bearing children in their teen years (Ulvedal & Feeg, 1983). 
Due to the adverse consequences brought on by early childbearing, it has been a focus 
of concern for researchers, social workers and policy makers. Much of the research has 
sought to identify factors common among pregnant teenagers. From this line of 
literature, it has been found that many of these young girls have lower self-esteem 
(Abemethy, 1974; Elkes & Crocitto, 1987; Zongker, 1977), have an external locus of control 
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(Harvey, 1976; Lundy, 1972; MacDonald, 1970; Segal & DuCette, 1973), come from lower 
social class families (Segal & DuCette, 1973), and often are raised in disrupted families 
(Hikes & Crocitto, 1987; Ulvedal & Feeg, 1983). In addition, father-absence or poor father-
daughter relations have been witnessed among many of these young mothers (Landy, 
Schubert, Cleland, Clark & Montgomery, 1983; Ulvedal & Feeg, 1983). 
Theorists and researchers have long stressed the importance of mothering on the 
development of children. Great effort has been expended to study the characteristics and 
consequences of mothers' relationships with their offspring; much less attention has been 
devoted to studying the father's impact on his children. More recently there has been an 
increased interest in the role the father plays in a child's life; however, the majority of father-
child research focuses on the father-son relationship, with limited attention paid to the father-
daughter relationship, particularly in the case of pregnant adolescent daughters. In reviewing 
research on father-daughter relationships, it appears that a warm father-daughter relationship 
is associated with appropriate sex-role development (Hetherington, 1972; Johnson, 1963; 
Lamb, 1981; Leonard, 1966; Lynn, 1974; Mussen & Rutherford, 1963), positive personality 
adjustment (Musser & Fleck, 1983; Ragland, 1977), and higher academic aspirations (Lynn, 
1974). On the other hand, father absence can be associated with more frequent and extensive 
heterosexual behaviors for adolescent females (Fleck, Fuller, Malin, Miller, and Acheson, 
1980; Hetherington, 1972). From these studies it is apparent that fathers have an important 
role in the development of children of both genders. Relative to teen pregnancy, little 
research has investigated the direct and indirect ways fathers and their relationships with their 
daughters influence adolescent sexual decision making. 
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Due to the scarcity of research on father-daughter relationships and its impact on 
daughter's sexual decision making, this dissertation aims to (1) examine existing literature on 
teenage pregnancy and parenting and the demographic factors associated with it, (2) examine 
existing literature on father-daughter relationships and how they may impact adolescent 
behavior and fimctioning, and (3) investigate how perceived father-daughter relationships 
may influence the likelihood of early pregnancy in adolescence. 
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LITERATURE REVIEW 
Over the past few decades the proportion of adolescent females who are sexually 
active has risen dramatically. Hofferth and Hayes (1987) examined the rates of teenage 
sexual behavior using a longimdinal survey that included age of initiation, gender and race. 
They found that 60% of White males had intercourse by age 18, and 60% of White females 
had intercourse by age 19. On the other hand, they found Black adolescents more sexually 
precocious. Of Black males, 42% had experienced intercourse by the age of 15, and 60% by 
age 16. For Black females, 60% experienced intercourse by the age of 18. 
Optimally, one would hope that this increase in sexual activity would be accompanied 
by a high percentage of teen contraceptive use. This, unfortunately, is not the case. Research 
indicates that at least two thirds of the teens who are participating in sexual intercourse are 
not using contraceptives consistently or effectively (Hayes, 1987; Zelnik & BCantner, 1980). 
Consequently, the number of adolescents faced with an unexpected pregnancy is alarmingly 
high. Yearly, about one million adolescents become pregnant. In resolving these 
pregnancies, approximately half are aborted or miscarry while the other half are carried to 
term (Moore, 1995). 
Due to the concern for these adolescents and their children, many research effons 
have focused on teen pregnancy. Theories addressing the family and its functioning have 
been used to explain what predisposes some girls to premature parenting. These theories will 
be reviewed in the next section. In reviewing research on teen pregnancy and parenthood the 
majority of the research has sought to identify patterns of family functioning, individual 
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functioning and social circumstances associated with premature pregnancy and parenthood. 
These findings will be reviewed in later sections. 
Theoretical Framework 
Theorists have documented the role of the family system as a significant contributor 
to the direction of individual development and behavior (Fox, 1981; Minuchin, 1974). The 
family systems theory suggests that each individual is an interdependent member of his/her 
family, whose development depends in part on the family. Each family has a self-regulation 
process by which when an individual's behavior departs from expectations, the family 
experiences disequilibrium (Minuchin, 1985). As families pass through inevitable 
developmental crises, reorganization in the family's structure is required (Minuchin, 1974). 
The transition of a child into adolescence is an example of a developmental crisis that 
requires the renegotiation of existing patterns of interaction in order to maintain stability and 
healthy family functioning. Adolescence is characterized by an "... intense need for closeness 
and an equally intense feeling of being smothered by the family; and by the simultaneous 
need to gain independence from, yet retain one's dependence upon, the family" (Fox, 1981, p. 
111). These erratic pulls toward and pushes away from the family can create tension in what 
was previously a balanced system. Some researchers claim teenage pregnancy is a conscious 
or unconscious effort by the adolescent to reestablish old familiar relationships with fellow 
family members (Romig & Thompson, 1988). Pregnancy creates a prolonged dependency on 
the parents and functions to maintain the existing organization structure and communication 
patterns in the family. Moreover, as parents continue to direct their energies on their 
daughter and potential grandchild, they effectively resist confronting other concerns that may 
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affect the stability of the family (Romig & Thompson, 1988). Romig and Thompson pose 
that, "teenage pregnancy is not an individual dysfimction, but is indicative of a systemic 
dysfunction, regardless of the demographic characteristics of a given family" (p. 143). 
It is commonly felt that the transition to adolescence is a particularly challenging 
period (Montemayor, 1983). Adolescence, as a developmental stage, involves numerous and 
rapid changes (Powers et al., 1989; Simmons & Blyth, 1987). These changes may have 
important implications for the nature of family relationships. Early views of adolescent 
development emphasize the problematic characteristics of relationships, construing parent-
adolescent as tumultuous and conflicmal, while the adolescent 'struggles' to disengage from 
and separate from parents and become more involved with peers (Freud, 1958; Hall, 1904; 
Hill. 1980; Steinberg, 1991; Younis & SmoUar, 1985). Despite this, other research exists 
suggesting that adolescents continue to enjoy relatively close parent-child relationships 
throughout adolescence (e.g., Richardson, Galambos, Schulenberg, & Peterson, 1984), and 
that transformations experienced in the parent-adolescent relationship, continue in an 
"atmosphere of continued connectedness" (Montemayor & Flannery, 1991, p. 730). 
The nature of the relationship between adolescents and their parents has been the 
focus of a number of studies searching for the etiology of premature sexual behavior. As 
adolescents strive for autonomy, new relationships with parents develop. Theories focusing 
on understanding the processes whereby parents' childrearing strategies and behaviors shape 
and influence their offsprings' development derive from E. Schaefer (1959) and others 
(Becker, 1964; Slater, 1962), and continue to be revised in recent years (Baumrind,1971, 
1991). 
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Based on psychologists ratings of parents' childrearing behaviors, Schaefer (1959) 
identified patterns of parenting and examined how these patterns influence children's 
development. Factor analyses of these observations revealed two orthogonal dimensions of 
love versus hostility and autonomy versus control which Schaefer then ordered in a 
circumplex pattern. Similar variables were proposed by other researchers (Becker, 1964; 
Slater, 1962). Later, Schaefer (1965) fiirther refined his model to include three dimensions; 
acceptance versus rejection, autonomy versus psychological control, and firm control versus 
lax control. 
The examination of parents' childrearing behaviors on children's development has 
continued. Influenced by earlier models (Becker, 1964; Schaefer, 1959,1965), Diana 
Baumrind (1971, 1991) and her associate (Baumrind & Black, 1967) identified their own 
patterns of parenting, including: (1) authoritative (high control, high love); (2) authoritarian 
(high control, low love); (3) permissive (high love, low control); and (4) neglecting-rejecting 
(low control, low love) (Maccoby & Martin, 1983). Parents identified as authoritarian have 
set expectations for children's conduct which often are based on absolute standards, such as 
religious teachings. These parents tend to demand obedience from their children and use 
forcefiil means to achieve this. The children of these parents are not allowed to question rules 
and regulations, nor do parents attempt to explain them. Authoritarian parents could be 
described as rigid. Parents identified as authoritative-also have firm expectations, but they 
explain rules and discuss simations with their children. These parents acknowledge the 
child's interests and point of view but don't hesitate to enforce adult standards when the child 
and adult views are different. They use both force, power, and reason to ensure that the child 
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complies with adult expectations. Their expectations however, aren't established according 
to absolute standards set by some higher authority. The third type of parent identified by 
Baumrind are permissive parents. These parents accept the child's behavior and wishes, 
without expecting children to conform to adult standards. When there is a difference of 
opinion between adult and child, the adult attempts to reason with the child but doesn't use 
power to force the child to comply. The final type, involves parents who are uninvolved in 
their children's lives, they have little control over what their child does and little concern. 
These typologies of parenting are used in research to clarify the processes whereby patterns 
of childrearing influence children and their development (Maccoby & Martin, 1983). 
Adolescent Pregnancy and Parenting Research 
Family Influences 
The nature of the interaction among family subsystems has been smdied 
relative to teen pregnancy and childbearing. In this section, research depicting the family 
structure and the father-daughter relationship will be summarized. In addition, literature on 
the mother-daughter relationship will be reviewed. 
Family structure 
The tenor of the parental relationship has been found associated with the daughter's 
sexual behavior (Hetherington, 1972; Newcomer & Udry, 1987; Uddenberg, 1976). Using 
two-parent families, Uddenberg (1976) examined 112 pregnant Swedish women's 
relationships with parents and with other men relative to their parents' marital relationship. 
The mothers of pregnant daughters were interviewed to determine their marital satisfaction. 
Specifically, they were asked to describe their experience of their husband, how much 
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support they received from him, if they had ever considered a divorce, and to what extent 
there had been serious conflicts between them. Based on their responses, these mothers were 
divided into tliree groups: severe marital discord, moderate marital discord, and no marital 
discord. The pregnant daughters were then interviewed about ±eir relationships with their 
parents, relationship to the father of their baby, and their sexual history. Women from 
discordant homes appeared to have less satisfactory relationships with men than women from 
harmonious homes; daughters with disharmonious parents described their male partners more 
negatively, and reported poor sexual satisfaction. In addition, daughters with unhappily 
married mothers, often reported poor contact with their father, whereas contact with their 
mothers remained close. Uddenberg (1976) suggests that unstable and unsuccessful 
relationships with male partoers of these women is a recapimlation of early established 
patterns of poor relationships with their fathers. 
Newcomer and Udry (1987) investigated the means by which parental marital stams is 
related to initiation of coitus by adolescents. Using a White middle class sample, they found, 
when compared to adolescents in stable households with two parents, the state of being in a 
mother-only household predicted the higher probability of subsequent transition to coitus for 
adolescent girls but not for boys. In addition, they found marital status had similar effects on 
other age-graded delinquencies for adolescents. They concluded that for adolescent girls, the 
loss of the father from the family precipitated the loss of parental control which then 
increased the likelihood of sexual activities and other anti-social behavior. 
Research by Miller and Bingham (1989) assessed the effects of parental marital status 
and sibling constellation on daughter's sexual intercourse experience using a nationally 
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representative sample. They found young women (15-19 years) who have been raised in 
single-parent homes are more likely to have nonmarital sexual intercourse than young women 
from intact marriages. However this effect was greatly reduced (although still significant) 
after controlling for age, race, social class and religion. Sibling constellation effects were not 
observed in their data set. These findings concur with Zelnik, Kantner and Ford (1981) who 
reported that girls from single-parent households are more often sexually experienced than 
are daughters living with both parents. It is suggested that the presence of a father in the 
home may be a deterrent to precocious sexual activity, because of the added supervision and 
the positive role modeling and guidance; high career and educational goals and their 
attainment often times are associated with intact homes (Moore & Hofferth, 1980). 
Hikes and Crocitto (1987) used a case study approach to assess the upbringing and 
family environments of girls residing in a facility for pregnant teenagers (N=29). From the 
pregnant sample, 5 subjects were selected from the pregnant population for case studies. Due 
to attrition, only 3 subjects remained in the study. Individual interviews were conducted with 
these 3 pregnant teenagers assessing their upbringing, their family environment, and their 
view toward pregnancy. Several important patterns were revealed. All three subjects came 
from disrupted families in which one parent was a substance abuser. In addiuon, each subject 
expressed strained relations with parents, especially dominant male "father figures." Sexual 
activity was initiated at a young age (i.e., 14 and 15 years) for each girl, and each held 
permissive attitudes toward sexual behavior, and negative views toward pregnancy. Finally, 
all ties with the father of the baby had been broken for all three girls. 
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In another study comparing differences between teenage mothers and their 
nonpregnant peers, Oz and Fine (1988) also found differences in family of origin. Specific 
variables that were identified originated from the family theory, and included parental marital 
stams, the nature of home life, ±e presence or absence of deviant behavior in brothers and 
sisters, and deviant behaviors reported for boyfriends. The sample for their study consisted 
of 39 teenage girls (M age = 17) from similar backgrounds. Results indicated that most teen 
mothers were raised in environments characterized by multiple elements of dysfunction, 
whereas only 3 nonmothers reported more than one such event. Specifically, compared to 
nonmothers, teen mothers reported having spent lime in foster care, having alcoholic or 
violent fathers, and brothers who had spent time in jail. In addition, the boyfriends of teen 
mothers were more apt to have a violent history, alcohol abuse and lower education than were 
the boyfriends of their nonmother peers. Moreover, sexual abuse was frequently reported by 
teen mothers; it was a repeated event perpetrated by several family members. Of those 
nonmothers reporting sexual abuse, incidents were typically single isolated events with a 
complete stranger. In the interviews, it was often reported from the teen mothers that while 
they did not plan on getting pregnant, they were happy to discover the pregnancy. For these 
girls, pregnancy was viewed as an oppormnity to put childhood behind and enter into 
adulthood (Oz & Fine, 1988). 
Keams and Crockett (1989), in investigating family factors' effects on daughters' 
sexual experience, found the quality of the family relationships partially mediated the effects 
of family structure and normative factors (i.e., modiers' age at birth of first child, whether or 
not a sister was a parent as a teen, and the mothers' educational status) on daughters' sexual 
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experience. They concluded that better family relations appear to reduce the probability that 
a girl wUl engage in early sexual activity. 
In summary, it appears that families experiencing marital conflict or disruption are 
more apt to have daughters engaging in sexual activity. The next subsection will discuss 
aspects of the parent-adolescent relationship and how these influence sexual activity and 
ultimately early parenting. 
Parent-adolescent relationships 
Research on parent-adolescent relationships suggests that conflict often reflects 
normative adolescent strivings for autonomy (Allen, Aber & Leadbeater, 1990; Hill & 
Holmbeck, 1986). According to these researchers, some conflict is expected as adolescents 
experience the normal process of confronting and addressing the appropriate developmental 
task of individuating from their parents. Other research, however has suggested a significant 
relation between conflict and adolescent problem behaviors, such as delinquency, substance 
use, sexual activity, and academic failure (Gehring, Wentzel, Feldman & Wierson, 1990). 
The level of stricmess or amount of control exerted by parents has been found related 
to sexually permissive behavior. Baumrind (1971) suggested that parents who use a highly 
controlling, authoritarian approach are least effective in producing subsequent internalization 
of parental values. However, parents who use less power-oriented ("inductive" or 
"authoritative") means of control tend to have children who exhibit more socially appropriate 
behavior on a number of variables. Hogan and Kitagawa (1985), in looking at high 
supervision versus lax supervision, reported a strong relationship between parental control of 
daughters' dating experiences and daughters' sexual activity and pregnancy. Their sample 
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consisted of over 1,000 Black adolescents between the ages of 13 and 19. Parental 
supervision of dating experiences included whom their daughters dated, where they went, and 
what time they got home. Results indicated that the rate of sexual activity was 16% higher 
among girls whose parents were lax in their supervision of early dating experiences. In 
addition, pregnancy rates were 64% higher among girls of the low control group as compared 
to girls whose early dates were more closely supervised. 
Miller, McCoy, Olson and Wallace (1986) considered a curvilinear relationship 
between parental control and discipline and adolescent sexual attitudes and behavior. Results 
indicated that adolescents who perceived their parents as not being strict at all or not having 
any rules reported the highest sexual permissiveness and intercourse experience; adolescents 
of moderately strict parents reported the lowest, and adolescents of very strict parents 
reported intermediate levels of sexual permissiveness and intercourse experience. 
Research by lessor and lessor (1975) lends further support for the significance of the 
parent adolescent relationship. In investigating the transition from virginity to nonvirginity, 
these researchers collected personality, perceived environment, and behavioral measures from 
high school and college males and females annually. Results indicated that parental values, 
support, and degree of cormectedness of parents with their children distinguished those 
female, high school, teenagers who chose to remain virgins and those who became 
nonvirgins. Specifically, girls who experienced less compatibility with parents, less parental 
influence (relative to peers), less parental support, as well as lower parental controls and less 
parental disapproval of problem behavior were more likely to be nonvirgins. 
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Mother-daughter relationships The mother-daughter relationship is often 
addressed in adolescent pregnancy research. Abemethy (1974) found adolescents' family 
experiences were critical in determining personality traits and predisposition to risk 
pregnancy. Their results suggested that if the daughter felt alienated from her mother as a 
young teen, she would be more inclined not to use contraception. He describes ±e girl most 
likely to get pregnant as one low in self-esteem and as not liking her mother or finding her an 
inadequate role model. In addition, other studies have identified single mothers, mothers 
who experienced a teenage pregnancy themselves (Ulvedal & Feeg, 1983), and families with 
alcohol abuse (Elkes & Crocitto, 1987, Ulvedal and Feeg, 1983) as having adolescents at risk 
for early pregnancy. 
Olson and Worobey (1984) found significant differences between pregnant and 
nonpregnant adolescents' ratings of their mother. Pregnant adolescents reported lower levels 
of perceived love, attention, and interdependence with their mothers. In addition, differences 
were seen (although not statistically significant) between the two groups on their perceptions 
of their mother's affection, disclosure, demands and rejection, with pregnant adolescents 
rating lower levels than nonpregnant peers. 
Townsend and Worobey (1987) also focused on the perceived relationships between 
mothers and their adolescent daughters (N = 95). Their sample consisted of 19 pregnant 
teens and 76 nonpregnant teens. Using a combination of previously developed measures, 
intimacy, attachment, and strength of feeling were measured for mothers and daughters. 
Contrary to the above studies, when they compared the two groups, no significant differences 
were observed on the three measures; however, a strong correlation was seen between 
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daughters' and mothers' answers. Results suggest an overall positive perception by both 
mothers and daughters toward their relationship. 
In looking at the construct of control, Inazu and Fox (1980) reported no relationship 
between mothers' supervision and daughters' sexual behavior. Newcomer and Udry (1984) 
found support for this. They found that dating rules and curfew controls imposed by mothers 
were not significantly related to their daughter's experience of sexual intercourse. This was 
true whether the reports were from the mother or the daughter. In contradiction to the above 
findings. Miller, McCoy, Olson and Wallace (1986) detected a curvilinear relationship 
between adolescent's reports of perceived parental stricmess and their sexual behavior. They 
found the fewer the rules perceived by adolescents, the more likely premarital sexual 
intercourse was experienced. Adolescents who perceived their mother's as having only 
slightly more than a moderate amount of rules, had the least amount of premarital coitus, and 
adolescents perceiving mothers as imposing 'many rules' were associated with more 
premarital sex. 
In summary, it appears that teenage sexual intercourse and subsequent pregnancy, is 
more common when these girls are only raised by their mother, when they perceive their 
mother as imposing too many or very few limits on them, when their mother experienced a 
teenage pregnancy, and if parental alcohol abuse is present in their family. In addition, mixed 
results are seen on constructs of warmth, and acceptance. While acknowledging the unique 
influence the mother lends to adolescents and their functioning, the nature of the father-
daughter relationship is of particular interest in the current research. Research relative to this 
is presented in the next section. 
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Father-daughter relations Over the past few decades, there has been increased 
interest in the father-daughter reiationsliip and its sequeiea on the functioning of the daughter. 
While existing literature on fathering has demonstrated the salience of fa±ering on a number 
of areas of child development, mothers continue to be the primary focus in socialization 
research. Much of the existing fathering literature compares girls raised in intact families 
with girls raised in father-absent homes. In addition, research consisting of father-present 
homes examines the nature or quality of the relationship between fathers and daughters and 
what ramifications this has for these daughters' development. Literature suggests that fathers 
influence their daughter's in a number of ways. In the upcoming section, fathers' influence 
on girl's sex role development and their sexual behavior will be reviewed. 
It is agreed that the instilling of sex-appropriate behaviors is one important way 
fathers touch the lives of their daughters (Johnson, 1963; Leonard, 1966; Mussen & 
Rutherford, 1963). The processes whereby fathers encourage feminine behavior in their 
daughters and affirm these girls' femininity is argued. For the psychoanalytic theorists, the 
daughters' competition with the mother for the father's love is stressed as a critical factor in 
the identification of feminine characteristic (Leonard, 1966). Leonard (1966) proposed the 
need for a girl to "establish a desexualized object relationship to her father" so that she is later 
able to "accept the feminine role without guilt or anxiety and to give love to a young man in 
her peer group" (p. 332). In addition, girls lacking father participation may idealize their 
fathers and later, as an adolescent, they maintain a preoedipal narcissistic attitude. These 
girls may then be "unable to give love but rather seek narcissistic gratification in being loved" 
(p. 332). 
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Another theory addressing the father's role in sex-role development is proposed by 
learning theorists. According to this theory, a girl's acquisition of feminine behavior and of 
skills used in interacting with males are partially acquired through reinforcements received in 
interacting with ±eir fathers. It is suggested that a father's reinforcement of the sex-
appropriate behavior and discouragement of inappropriate behavior may have a significant 
influence on her sex-role learning (Mussen & Rutherford, 1963). 
A third perspective is given by role theorists, who put more emphasis on the role of 
the father in the family. According to this theory, a child's learned behavior may be a result 
of their observations of their father's differential treatment of sons and daughters. Johnson 
(1963) suggests that "it is identification with the father, in the sense of internalizing a 
reciprocal role relationship with the father, which is crucial for producing appropriate sex 
role orientation in both males and females"(p.319). 
Landy, Schubert, Cleland, Clark and Montgomery (1983) conducted a longitudinal 
study, examining selected psychosocial characteristics of 14 teenage mothers, (M = 16 years), 
matched with nonpregnant teenagers and pregnant women 20 years or older on 
socioeconomic and marital stams, intellecmal ability and ethnicity. Findings strongly 
indicated that the pregnant girls lacked a warm relationship with their father, hi a 
nonstnictured interview, these girls described their fathers either in extremely negative terms 
or indicated that they hardly knew them. This either was due to his absence from the fandly 
for years or because of a lack of communication between the two. Moreover, these girls 
perceived themselves as inadequate in female/male relationships and especially incapable of 
securing a permanent close relationship with a male. Based on previous research, it seems 
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that ±ese single mothers perhaps have not been affirmed in their femininity by their fathers 
and lack assurance of feminine attractiveness (Leonard, 1966). Furthermore, it is suggested 
by the authors (Landy et al., 1983) that a specific family syndrome may exist that increases 
the likelihood of early teenage childbearing. Specifically, these "families are characterized by 
a weak or absent father and a dominating overprotective mother with whom a close symbiotic 
relationship is established" (Landy et al., 1983, p. 691). 
Research by Mavis Hetherington (1972) supports the importance of the father in the 
sex-role identification of the adolescent girls. She conducted the most extensive 
investigation on the effects of father absence on adolescent girls and found that girls lacking 
fathers due to divorce were characterized as seeking proximity and attention from males and 
early heterosexual behavior. On the other hand, girls who lost their fa±er through death were 
more restrained in their interactions with males and often attempted to avoid such 
interactions. These girls reported fewer dates and other heterosexual activities. Hetherington 
(1972) concluded that the effects of early father absence on daughters appear to manifest 
during adolescence when interaction with males is more prominent. 
In his book. The father: His role in child development. Lynn (1974) suggests that the 
father, more than the mother, is instrumental in the development of appropriate gender-
related roles. Lamb (1981) supports this assertion. He suggests that fathers, more than 
mothers, vary their behavior as a fiinction of the sex of the child. Moreover, he poses that 
fathers appear to play an especially significant role in encouraging their daughter's femininity. 
By accepting and reinforcing a daughters' femininity, the father greatly facilitates the 
development of her social and sexual development (Lamb, 1981). 
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Ragland (1977) examined the difference between current and retrospectively 
perceived father acceptance-rejection, relative to the social and sexual self-esteem, in a cross-
sectional sample; one group consisted of adolescents girls age 12-14 years of age, while the 
second group consisted of women 18-22 years old. Measures of social self-esteem 
(Cocpersmith Self-Esteem Inventory), sexual self-esteem, and perception of father 
acceptance-rejection were taken. Using correlational analysis, significant relationships 
between social self-esteem, sexual self-esteem, and the perceived father-daughter relationship 
were seen for both age groups. Specifically, girl's (aged 12-14) with low social self-esteem 
and low sexual self-esteem, perceived fathers as nonaccepting. Women (aged 18-20 years) 
with low social self-esteem and low sexual self-esteem, retrospectively perceived their fathers 
as having been nonaccepting when they were young adolescents (12-14 years). These results 
suggest that father involvement in early adolescence is especially important for these girls. 
Fleck, Fuller, Malin, Miller and Acheson (1980) examined the effects of 
psychological absence (i.e. lack of father acceptance) on the functioning of daughters. Using 
a female college-aged sample, measures of perceived parental behavior, heterosexual 
behavior experienced, manifest anxiety and sex-role identification were gathered. Results 
indicated that psychological absence of fathers was significantly related to the frequency and 
extent of heterosexual behaviors. Specifically, girls who reported low paternal acceptance 
engaged in more sexual intercourse during the past three months than girls who reported high 
paternal acceptance. The authors suggested that the ability to relate heterosexually requires 
an actively involved father who relates to his daughter with warmth and acceptance. In 
addition, these researchers found that girls of psychologically absent fathers, exhibited greater 
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manifest anxiety as a personality trait and in dating situations. These findings lend support to 
Hetherington (1972), who found increased heterosexual activity among daughters with absent 
fathers. 
Fathers have been found to directly influence the personality adjustment of their 
children. For example, the degree of control exened by parents versus the degree of 
autonomy they allow relates to developmental consequences. Musser and Fleck (1983) 
examined the dimension of father control on daughters' personality adjustment. It was 
hypothesized that parental control would explain more of the variance on the personality 
development of daughters and that high levels of control and acceptance would be positively 
related to high levels of personality development. High personal adjustment was defined as: 
having a positive attitude toward life; enjoying the company of others and; feeling capable of 
initiating activities and carrying them through to conclusion. Using the Children's Report of 
Parental Behavior Inventory (Schaefer, 1965) and an adjective checklist, results confirmed 
the importance of father control in father-daughter relationships. Specifically, fathers who 
are authoritative, provide positive evaluation, express affection, provide emotional support 
and egalitarian treatment as well as firm limits and structure for their daughters, have 
daughters who tend to rate themselves as having high personality adjustment (Musser & 
Reck, 1983). 
An investigation by Fish and Biller (1973) also revealed the father playing a 
particularly important role in the girl's personality adjustment. Utilizing a female college-
aged sample, individuals' perceptions of their relationships with their fathers during 
childhood were assessed by means of an extensive background questiormaire. Personality 
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adjustment was measured using Gougti and Heilbrun's Adjective Check List (Gough & 
Heilbrun, 1965). Results indicated daughters who perceived their fathers as having been very 
nurturant and positively interested in them scored high on the personal adjustment scale, 
whereas subjects who perceived their fathers as having been rejecting scored very low. These 
results support previous studies indicating the significant influence of positive paternal 
involvement in girls' interpersonal adjustment. 
LeCroy (1988), in across-sectional study, examined the influence of parent-
adolescent intimacy on adolescent fimctioning. Using self-esteem and problem behavior as 
measures of adolescent functioning, it was found that, whereas mothers shared a greater 
degree of intimacy with adolescents, it was the father whose intimacy better predicted 
adolescent functioning. 
Biller and Weiss (1970) reviewed research relevant to the understanding of the 
influence the father-daughter relationship plays on a daughter's personality development. A 
review of psychoanalytic perspectives suggested that the father's role in the family seems to 
be of great significance in the process of Feminine identification and personality development 
(Mussen & Rutherford, 1963). This influence appears to be expressed in direct and indirect 
ways. The relationship the father maintains with his wife affects his children in terms of the 
balance in parent-child relationships and the emotional climate of the family. Furthermore, 
Biller and Weiss (1970) suggested that the father's influence can have a pervasive and lasting 
effect on a girl's personality and social development. Specifically behavioral problems during 
early childhood may be a result of paternal rejection and overdominance. 
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In summary, aspects of the parent adolescent relationship have been linked with 
premature sexual activity and subsequent pregnancy. Specifically, research suggests that 
premature sexuality is more likely in families in which parents are uninvolved, few limits are 
exercised, and interactions between parents and adolescents lack warmth and acceptance. In 
addition, father's may have distinct role in adolescent's acceptance of their gender roles and 
their adjustment. 
Individual Psychological Influences 
Inevitable in the transition to adulthood is the process whereby the adolescent 
achieves a new sense of self. Erikson (1968) introduced the term "identity" to describe the 
new way of thinking about the self that develops in adolescence. Erikson (1968) suggests that 
society provides a moratorium during adolescence during which these individuals may try on 
roles, beliefs and values as they seek to establish an ego identity. These developments have 
strong implications for the adjustment the individual experiences. Stanley Hall (1904) 
referred to adolescence as a "stressful and stormy" period in one's life. This storm and stress 
theory suggests that puberty and physical changes experienced in adolescence may lead to 
psychological disturbance. More recently, research suggests that these affects are mediated 
by other social and psychological elements (Brooks-Gurm & Warren, 1987). 
The goal of much of the research on teenage childbearing is to elucidate psychological 
factors which appear to be important in predisposing girls to early childbearing. Adolescent 
self-esteem and locus of control are two constructs often referred to in teenage pregnancy 
literature. In addition, individual adjustment, intellectual abilities, and aspirations have been 
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seen as influential in premature parenting. These factors will be reviewed in the following 
section. 
Self esteem 
Low self-esteem and a poor self-concept are psychological constructs often studied 
with regard to teen pregnancy. Results from these studies are mixed. Abemethy (1974-) 
proposed that there is a psychological and experiential constellation which predisposes 
women to risk sex without contraception. Specifically, factors such as self-esteem, feelings 
about each parent and the parents' marriage appear to have a causal relationship with sexual 
and contraceptive behavior. Herold, Goodwin, and Lero (1979) concur with this. They 
examined the relationship between locus of control, self-esteem and attitudes toward 
contraception and contraceptive behaviors of single adolescent women, and found self-
esteem significantly influences attitudes toward contraception and acmal use of 
contracepdon. Women with higher self-esteem were found to have positive attimdes toward 
using birth control pills, to be less embarrassed about obtaining contraception, and to be 
effective and consistent contraceptive users. 
Held (1981) examined the social networks and self-esteem of 62 pregnant adolescents 
who were 17 years of age and younger and in their third trimester of pregnancy. Self-esteem 
was measured utilizing the Coopersmith self-esteem inventory, and social network 
information was collected by asking the teens to rate dieir perception of reactions of 
significant others to the pregnancy, and then to rank these individuals by level of importance. 
Information about fiimre plans also was collected. The sample included teens of White 
(27%), Black (56%) and Mexican-American (16%) ethnic groups. Age, marital stams. 
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schooling, and ethnicity were other variables measured. Results revealed that the self-esteem 
scores of White pregnant adolescents were significantly lower than those of other 
populations. For Black girls, pregnancy approval was lower than Whites, but for Black 
adolescents planning to keep their babies, who also attended day school for pregnant girls, 
self-esteem scores were higher than either White or Mexican American teens. Black teens not 
enrolled in school had significantly lower self-esteem, suggesting school enrollment may be 
more important than the pregnancy in determining how these women felt about themselves. 
Caucasian females more often rated pregnancy approval as high, but had lower self-esteem 
scores. Mexican-Americans had the highest score on pregnancy approval, and on social self-
esteem. 
Patten (1981) compared 37 pregnant teen's (aged 13-24) residing in a home for 
unwed mothers in 1979, with published norms of the general population and with pregnant 
teens of the same age from two previously collected data sets (1963 & 1970) on common 
variables. Self-concept scores were collected in all three cohorts, using the Tennessee Self-
Concept Scale. While no significant differences in the self-concept scores between subjects 
of the three cohorts was observed, results indicated that the 1979 sample had significantly 
lower self-concepts than the subjects upon which the norms were based. Thus implying, that 
the self-concept scores of pregnant girls of all three cohorts were lower than norms. Self-
esteem scores were only collected in the 1979 cohort, using Rosenberg's self-esteem scale 
(Patten, 1981). In comparing with the norm population, significantly lower self-esteem 
scores were seen in the pregnant sample. Demographic comparisons suggest a change in 
social mores and behaviors, such that adolescents in the 1979 sample felt more responsible 
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for their pregnancy, sensed more pressure with mates as well as peers to have sex when 
compared with earlier samples. In addition, the subjects in the 1979 sample, felt their 
pregnancy was less likely to affect their relationships with their friends and their chances for 
a good marriage than was expressed by the 1963 sample. These findings appear consistent 
with the prevailing attitude of present day youth, characterized by more permissive attitudes 
toward premarital sex. 
Other research suggests that the impact of sexual behavior on self-esteem depends on 
societal norms. For example, Stratton and Spitzer (1967) utilized a social deviance model to 
study the relationship between self-esteem and sexual permissiveness. They hypothesized 
that subjects who complied with sexual norms, which favored avoiding premarital 
intercourse, would evaluate themselves positively whereas deviation from the norms would 
result in negative evaluations of themselves. Using a college-aged sample, two adjective 
checklists were administered (i.e.. Bills' Index of Adjustment and Values and Gough 
Adjective Checklist), a semantic differential technique in which respondents made successive 
self and ideal ratings on 20 adjective pairs, and a measure in which respondents were asked to 
answer the question "Who am I?" in 20 different ways. Results indicated that students who 
deviated from the norm population had lower self-esteem. 
Perlman (1974) also suggested that the direction of the relationship between 
permissiveness and self-esteem depends on societal norms. He hypothesized that a liberal 
environment would yield permissive individuals with higher self-esteems. In comparing two 
college samples, a liberal one and a moderate one, attitudinal changes regarding sexual 
permissiveness were assessed. Two measures of permissiveness and two measures of self-
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esteem were administered. Sexual permissiveness was determined by the number of coital 
parmers with which a subject had been involved. In addition, attimdes toward two types of 
sexual behavior (petting and full sexual relations) at four levels of emotional intimacy were 
examined. Another measure addressed which of these was appropriate for a particular sex. 
Results supported Stratton and Spitzer's (1967) deviation model. The relationship between 
permissiveness and self-esteem was nonsignificant for the moderate sample and significant in 
a liberal college sample. Specifically, students from the liberal college reported more coital 
partoers and higher self-esteem; no such relationship was observed in the moderate sample. 
In sum, the author suggests high self-esteem is more closely related to normative behavior 
than to normative attitudes. 
Results of Streetman's (1987) study contradicted other studies reviewed above. He 
compared a group of teenage females without children to a group of unwed teenage mothers, 
and examined contrasts in their self-esteem. The sample consisted of 93, predominantly non-
Caucasian females between the ages of 14 and 19 (M = 17.6 years), of which over 75% had at 
least one child. The Test of Adult Basic Education (TABE) was administered to determine 
reading and mathematical levels of cognitive ability. While only 43% of the girls completed 
the measure, a seventh-grade reading and math level were revealed. In addition, two 
standardized measures of self-esteem, a self-attitude test, and an alienation scale were 
utilized. The alienation scale measured the areas of social isolation (i.e., feelings of 
separation from ones group or group standards), normlessness (i.e., a lack of strong purpose 
or goals and possible conflict in normative guides in behavior), and powerlessness (i.e., 
feeling of helplessness; separation from one's desires). No significant differences were found 
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between the self-esteem scores of the teen mothers versus the nonmother group. It was 
suggested that this may be due to the different ages of the teens with teen mothers being 
approximately 1.2 years older than their childless peers. Moreover, it was found that teen 
mothers and nonmothers with higher self-esteem were more socially isolated. Streetman 
speculated girls may purposely isolate themselves as a result of feeling "better than" others or 
more positive about themselves. He concluded that, as a result of early motherhood, social 
and personal identity may be impacted. In addition, their new status as a parent may bring 
them closer to their own mother and allow them membership in a new network of support 
and these new social interactions may then contribute to their self-esteem. 
Crase and Stockdale (1989) compared pregnant or parenting adolescent females with 
a nonparenting, nonpregnant adolescent group on a number of variables (i.e., locus of control, 
self-esteem, social support and demographics). It was revealed that higher self-esteem scores 
were seen in the pregnant/parenting group than in the nonpregnant/nonparenting group. 
However, since self-esteem was measured after the girls became pregnant and or were 
parents, the authors caution their readers that adolescents' self-esteem may have been 
enhanced by the attention given to them after becoming pregnant. 
A number of factors have been known to influence or affect one's self-esteem. Since 
adolescents' families are such strong sources of socialization, it is not surprising that the 
functioning of the family as a whole and more specifically the parental subsystem, would 
influence the psychosocial functioning of its members. Divorce, in particular, has generally 
been found to negatively affect the self-concepts of children across ages (Parish & Taylor, 
1979; Young & Parish, 1977), as has being raised in single-parent households. 
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Research suggests that the self-esteem of children and adolescents is significantiy 
impacted by characteristics of the family of origin. For example. Bell and Bell (1982) 
examined the effects of the general family climate and female adolescents' role in 
triangulation in parental relationships on different measures of psychological and social 
functioning (i.e., ego development, self-acceptance, self control, and interpersonal 
effectiveness). Triangulation refers to two types of coalition formation in the family. The 
first type involves scapegoating, in which the parental dyad avoid dealing with stress and 
anxiety between themselves by focusing their attention and conversation around their child's 
problems. The second type involves a cross-generational coalition in which one parent forms 
a bond with their child that is often based on conversation regarding the faults of their 
spouse. Using a personal attribute inventory. Bell and Bell (1982) found in contrast to 
adolescents scoring low on these measures, high scoring girls had families that described 
themselves as flexible and trusting in their interpersonal lifestyle, and high scoring 
adolescents were less likely to experience triangulation in the marital relationship. 
Zongker (1977) examined differences in the self-concept of 88 pregnant school-age 
mothers attending an alternative educational program for fumre teen parents, 108 high school 
teens, and published norms established for the Tennessee Self-Concept Scale. All subjects 
were asked to complete the Tennessee Self-Concept Scale and an information questionnaire. 
Informational data included; age, grade, race, sex, marital status, and presence of father or 
step-father living in the home. Results indicated that pregnant girls scored particularly low 
on how they perceived themselves, indicating they had pervasive feelings of being "bad," 
dissatisfaction with their own behavior, intense doubts about their identity, and only nominal 
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feelings of self worth. In addition, these girls were unhappy and defensive in their 
relationship with their family as well as with society overall, and overwhelmed with feelings 
of low self-esteem. Information gathered on their families', indicated they were much less 
likely to have fathers or stepfathers living in their homes than were the high school smdents. 
Drawbacks to their findings are the imbalance in race (88% of the pregnant group were 
Black, compared with only 18% of the nonpregnant group) and age (pregnant girls were 
significandy older than controls). In addition, the two groups may have had different 
socioeconomic status. 
In a cross-sectional study, Kalter, Riemer, Brickman and Chen (1985) compared 
daughters from intact and maritally disrupted families. Using three age groups: elementary, 
high school adolescents and young adults, they hypothesized that of these groups, the biggest 
difference would be seen between adolescence and young adulthood. Results indicated that 
there was no relationship between parents' marital stams and global self-esteem; however 
within specific areas of self-esteem, daughters of divorce were less positively developed. 
Relative to the adolescent age group, more rebelliousness, delinquent type behavior was 
reported as compared to intact peers. Elementary-aged subjects perceived themselves as less 
competent socially and physically, and college-age women in single parent families had more 
negative images of their gender than women reared in intact families. 
Medora, Goldstein, and von der Hellen (1993) investigated the relationship of select 
variables to the dependent variables self-esteem and romanticism in a pregnant adolescent 
sample (N=121). Variables included age, race, place of residence during pregnancy, age 
when first sexual intercourse occurred, age when pregnancy occurred, incidence of sexual 
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abuse, incidence of abortion, adoption consideration, whether the subject was currently 
sexually active, and whether the pregnant teen planned to have a child with the father of the 
baby. The Bachman self-esteem scale was administered to pregnant teens enrolled in a 
pregnant-minor program at a continuation high school or living in a maternity home. 
Analyses revealed that two variables, sexual abuse and abortion were significantly related to 
adolescents' self-esteem. Specifically, girls who had been sexually abused scored 
significantly lower on the self-esteem measure than girls who had not. The authors suggest 
this may be due to these girls having more difficulty with choices involving trust, control, 
commitment, and sexual involvement. In addition, higher self-esteem was found among girls 
who reported having a prior abortion relative to those that had not. One explanation given 
for this is that possibly those who had an abortion may be better at goal setting, more future-
oriented, suggesting a more internal locus of control. 
Research has linked a history of sexual abuse with the likelihood of premature 
pregnancy. In addition, girls that have been sexually abused have scored significandy lower 
on the self-esteem measure than girls that had not had such an experience (Medora, 
Goldstein, and von der Hellen, 1993). Murray (1993) longitudinally investigated pregnant 
adolescents to determine differences in age at first conception between sexually abused 
pregnant teens and pregnant teens that had not experienced sexual abuse. It was 
hypothesized that girls sexually abused prior to menarche would be more inclined to conceive 
at an earlier age than those abused after menarche or those never abused. Sexual abuse was 
defined as contact molestation, such as fondling of the adolescent or forcing them to fondle 
another, attempted rape or rape (i.e., either oral, anal, or genital). Results indicated that those 
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abused prior to menarche had a mean age of 14.96 at the time of conception, whereas those 
abused after menarche averaged 16.27 years, and for those never abused, 16.43 years was the 
mean age. Murray suggests that sexual abuse during childhood or early adolescence may 
pose a risk for early adolescent pregnancy. 
Self-esteem has received considerable attention with regard to its role in adolescent 
sexual activity and pregnancy. Results are mixed. Further research is needed to further 
understand its role in this serious social issue. 
Locus of control 
Adolescence marks a shift in cognitive functioning; specifically, there is a transition 
from concrete operational thought to formal operational thinking (Piaget & Inhelder, 1969). 
Along with this shift to formal thinking comes a fiimre-time perspective that enables the adult 
to anticipate and plan for events not yet happened (Dembo & Lundell, 1979). Making 
decisions regarding the initiation of sexual relations and taking precautions to prevent an 
unwanted pregnancy both require a certain level of cognitive functioning and a future-time 
perspective. Because not all adolescents achieve formal levels of thinking, many are not 
cognitively ready to anticipate the consequences of their behaviors (Schinke & Gilchrist, 
1983). Therefore, cognitive development during adolescence may contribute to teen sexual 
behavior and effective versus noneffective contraceptive use. 
Holden and others (1993) compared pregnant versus nonpregnant adolescents on 
various dimensions. Relative to the cognitive area, they concluded that adolescents who 
become pregnant may be worse or deficient on one or more cognitive variables, such as locus 
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of control, future time, and intellectual fimctioning (Holden, Nelson, Velasquez, & Ritchie, 
1993). 
Locus of control is one cognitive construct that has had mixed findings relative to 
teen pregnancy (Herold, Goodwin, & Lero, 1979; Lundy, 1972; MacDonald, 1970; Segal & 
DuCette, 1973). Lx)cus of control is evidenced in the way an individual sees rewards as either 
contingent on his or her behavior (i.e. internal), or as the result of other influences such as 
fate, chance, luck, and powerful others (i.e., extemal). Lundy (1972) compared 
contraceptive-using and contraceptive nonusing single, female coUege students relative to 
particular personality traits. Specifically, measures of dogmatism, locus of control and self-
esteem were collected. Relative to locus of control, they found sexually active, contraceptive 
users were significantly more internalized than the sexually active, noncontraceptive users. 
These results partially support those of MacDonald (1970) who found that while engagement 
in premarital coitus was not related to locus of control, the use of birth control was related. 
MacDonald found 62% of the internally scoring subjects reported some use of birth control, 
whereas only 37% of the externally scoring reported use. These findings concur with Crase 
and Stockdale (1989) who found the locus of control factor, luck, to be more characteristic of 
pregnant or parenting adolescents than with a nonpregnant comparison group. 
Segal and Ducette (1973) hypothesized that externality would be associated with 
premarital pregnancy. Using two populations, results indicated that for White middle-class 
girls, extemal scores were revealed more often among pregnant females and intemal scores 
more often among the nonpregnant girls. On the other hand, among the Black lower-class 
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sample, they found that pregnant girls tended to score more internal whereas nonpregnant 
scored externally. 
Herold, Goodwin and Lero (1979), on the other hand, found no significant differences 
between internals and externals. These researchers examined the relationship between locus 
of control, self-esteem and attitudes toward contraception and contraception behaviors with 
486 single adolescent women (M = 17.4 years) attending a clinic. Locus of control was 
measured using a fatalism scale, with fatalism defined as the belief that luck, fate, or fortune 
rather than hard work, ability, and personal responsibility determine life outcomes. Results 
indicated no significant relationship between locus of control and the contraception variables, 
although it was noted that 10% of their subjects failed to respond to this locus of control 
scale. Herold et al., (1979) questioned the usefulness of generalized locus of control 
measures when seeking to predict specific simational outcomes. 
Research suggests adolescent locus of control may be influenced by their interactions 
with their parents. For example, Nurmi and PuUianinen (1991) investigated the future 
orientation of early adolescence and how it is influenced by parent-child interaction, self-
esteem and intelligence. Using a cross-sectional method, 10 and 11-year-olds (n = 57) and 14 
and 15-year-olds (n = 56) from Finland were interviewed. Socioeconomic status of the 
sample was fairly typical of children growing up in Finland at the time. Participants were 
administered questionnaires concerning parental control, family discussion, and self-esteem. 
In addition, they were required to participate in an intelligence test. Moreover, interviews 
were conducted asking participants their hopes and aspirations for the future, when they felt 
these hopes would be actualized, what steps they had taken to achieve these hopes, the extent 
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to which each hope depended on external or internal factors (using a 4-point bi-polar rating 
scale), and how optimistic they were their hopes would be actualized (using a 5-point bi-polar 
rating scale). The content of hopes were categorized into the following: 
profession/occupation, education/schooling, future family/marriage, human relations in the 
home, dieir own health, the health and death of their parents, property, leisure time activities, 
issues related to peace and war, and others. Results suggested that parent-child relationships 
do influence adolescents' future orientation in a number of ways. Specifically, a high level of 
parent discussion resulted in more interest in a future family and marriage. In addition, the 
level of control and amount of parent interaction change as adolescents mature. With lower 
levels of parental control and encouragement to be independent, adolescents showed earlier 
development of life planning than those who were more controlled. Young adolescents 
experiencing more parent control were less optimistic regarding their future; however, they 
took more steps to actualize their hopes. For older adolescents, the level of family discussion 
affected the orientation of older adolescents' thinking; with higher discussion, the more 
optimistic they were and the more they realized their hopes. Finally, adolescents with high 
self-esteem were more internal in their thinking about the future than were those with low 
self-esteem (Nurmi & Pullianinen, 1991). 
Landy, Rosenberg, and Sutton-Smith (1969) looked at limited father absence on the 
cognitive development of daughters. It was predicted that girls whose fathers worked on the 
night shift for long periods when the girls were between the ages of 5 and 10 years would 
show depressed scores on the quantitative sections of college entrance tests. Using college 
sophomores, subjects were categorized into five groups on two related dimensions. The first 
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dimension included the period in the subject's life in which the father worked the night shift 
consecutively. Groups within this dimension included: no night shift, night shift from ages 
birth to 4 years, 5-9 years, 10 and older, and complete father absence for 10 or more years. 
The second dimension included the absolute number of years that the father worked the night 
shift consecutively. Groups within this dimension included: no night shift, night shift work 
from I - 5 years, from 6-10 years, from 11 or more years, and again a totally absent group. 
Results indicated little difference between the totally absent group and girls whose fathers 
were absent (due to night shift work) under die age of 9, indicating these early years may be a 
critical period in the development of quantitative skills. The authors suggest that the 
cognitive effects of father absence may vary with the age of the daughter. 
Goldstein (1982) used a national sample of 12-to 17-year-old youth to examine the 
effect of father's absence on cognitive development. When controlling for the confounding 
variables of parental education and income, results indicated that differences in cognitive 
development were due almost entirely to the controlled variables rather than to father's 
absence. 
In summary, locus of control is one factor, albeit differing opinions, that may have 
some influence on adolescent pregnancy and parenthood. From the disparity in study results, 
it appears further research is necessary to delineate exactly how locus of control influences 
pregnancy outcomes of young girls. 
Intellectual development and academic aspirations 
Intellectual development and academic aspirations also have been linked with the 
likelihood of premature pregnancy. According to Hofferth and Hayes (1987), adolescents 
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who are struggling in school and have lower educational aspirations are more likely to have 
sex during adolescence than those experiencing more success in school. Furstenberg (1976) 
longitudinally investigated the social consequences of teenage childbearing in a low income 
Black population in Baltimore. His findings lend support to Hofferth and Hayes' (1987) 
assertion. Specifically, he found adolescent girls with high educational achievement and high 
academic aspirations were less likely to engage in early sexual intercourse (Furstenberg, 
1976). Keams and Crockett (1989) support these assertions. They concluded that higher 
career aspirations and better family relations partially mediate the relationship between 
family risk factors and girl's sexual activity. 
Several studies have looked at how parents can contribute to the cognitive 
development of their children. Steinberg, Elmen, and Mounts (1989) examined 
longitudinally the relationship between various components of authoritative parenting 
(parental acceptance, psychological autonomy, and behavioral control) and school 
achievement using a sample of 11 year-olds and 16 year-olds. The results indicated that all 
three components of authoritative parenting led to increases in the GPA of students. 
Bowerman and Elder (1964) found a close father-child relationship associated with 
high achievement motivation in both boys and girls. Specifically, fathers characterized as 
both dominant and democratic were effective in promoting higher achievement. In addition. 
Lamb (1976) found academic achievement related to adolescent perceptions of fathers as 
accepting but not controlling, dominating and or ignoring. On the other hand, low 
achievement and lower cognitive competence appear to be related to adolescent perceptions 
of fathers as distant, autocratic, punitive, and controlling. Results of an earlier study by 
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Heilbrun (1973) support Lamb's assertion. Heilbrun investigated 18-year-old female 
undergraduates and found that they perform poorly on cognitive tasks under stress when they 
perceived their fathers as having exerted aversive control over them. 
In summary, it appears that cognitive factors do weigh into the decision to parent 
early and that parents, especially fathers, can influence their daughter's achievement. Further 
research is desirable in order to have a complete understanding of parenting strategies and the 
manner by which they influence achievement. 
Social Circuinstances 
Sociological theorists assume adolescent pregnancy is precipitated by a variety of 
social variables that influence its likelihood. Among social variables that may play a role in 
teenage pregnancy are: socioeconomic status, ethnicity, and religiosity. Maternal 
employment may be a factor associated with teen pregnancy. In his Baltimore study, 
Furstenberg(1976) found that mothers of nonpregnant teens are somewhat more likely to be 
in the labor force than mothers of the pregnant teens (66% versus 60%). Fox (1981) on the 
other hand, found that, while daughters of working mothers were more likely to be sexually 
experienced than daughter's of nonworking mothers, they also were more likely to use 
contraceptives. Fox cautions the reader in interpreting these data, unless more information is 
available about the conditions under which the mothers worked outside the home, their 
occupational status, or their contribution to family income. 
Ethnicity 
Much of the research has focused on the differences between Blacks and Whites and 
their sexual practices. It is commonly believed that Blacks initiate sexual relations earlier 
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than their White counterparts (Furstenberg et al., 1987; Hofferth & Hayes, 1987). The U. S. 
National Data Book (1992) reported Blacks as 4 times more likely to bear children in their 
teen years. Furstenberg and others (1987) found Blacks report more sexual activity among 
their peers and once pregnant. Blacks are less likely to marry in order to legitimize the 
pregnancy and less likely to place the child for adoption. In addition, research findings have 
indicated that Blacks perceive less social condemnation for single child bearing than Whites 
and that relative to Whites, Blacks favor having their first bom prior to age 20 (Zelnik, 
Kanmer, & Ford, 1981). Geronimus (1991,1992) posed that for the extremely disadvantaged, 
early childbearing may be part of a collective adaptive strategy or a "culmrally rational" 
decision on the part of the mother that can ameliorate some of the negative consequences of 
poverty (e.g., increased infant mortality and limited socioeconomic oppormnities). 
Specifically, Geronimus suggested that the health of Black women deteriorates more rapidly 
than that of women of other races; thus, early childbearing and fertility are seen as rational. 
In response to Geronimus, Furstenberg (1991,1992) rejected the notion that adolescent 
pregnancy is an intentional choice or rational choice; rather, he suggested that, when faced 
with limited opportunities, the commitment to prevent pregnancy is not as high and when 
early parenthood eventually occurs, it is often regarded as only a minor tragedy. 
Held (1981) compared Blacks, Whites, and Hispanics using a School-Academic 
Subtest that reflected the girls' attitudes toward school and satisfaction with school, rather 
than looking at acmal academic performance Results suggested commitment to education is 
greater for Blacks than for Whites or Hispanics. Blacks were more likely to be in school and 
plan on returning to school. In addition, self-esteem scores were highest for Black girls who 
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kept their babies and who attended the day school for pregnant women. Held (1981) suggests 
that Blacks accept the pregnancy as disadvantageous, but are less likely to allow it to disrupt 
their education. She concluded that school dissatisfaction may be related to increased 
willingness to risk pregnancy. 
Despite these arguments, some researchers caution in concluding that adolescent 
pregnancy is a minority issue. Abrahamse, Morrison, and Waite (1988) investigated 
variables that may modify or decrease the chances for a girl becoming pregnant and found 
these may vary across racial and ethnic groups. Specifically, among Blacks, close supervision 
has the strongest influence in lowering the rate of single childbearing; for Whites, a high 
quality relationship with parents is the strongest influence; and among Hispanics, religiosity 
appears the strongest. BCantner and Zelnik (1972) found the educational level of the parent or 
guardian to distinguish between Blacks' and Whites' sexual experience. These researchers 
found for Blacks, daughters are less likely to be sexually experienced when the father has 
more education; this is less true for mothers. Whereas for White adolescents, the more 
education either parent has, the more likely the daughter is to be sexually experienced. 
Ethnic effects are closely tied with class effects. The next section turns to research 
examining socioeconomic status and it's relation to adolescent pregnancy. 
Socioeconoinic status 
Differences in pregnancy rates between Black and White teens may be confounded by 
socioeconomic issues. Chilman (1989) found that rates may not be a reflection of ethnicity, 
but rather the socioeconomic status, with far more Black than White adolescents coming 
from families with low incomes and low educational and occupational stams. Furthermore, 
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she reports that when socioeconomic status effects are controlled for, differences between 
races became more similar. 
In an earlier smdy, Chilman (1980) reviewed social and psychological research on 
teenage childbearing, in concluding she stated,"... research reveals that poverty stams often 
breeds attitudes of fatalism, powerlessness, alienation, a sense of personal incompetence and 
hopelessness in respect to striving for high educational and occupational goals" (p.797). 
Segal and Ducette (1973) found a class effect when testing their hypothesis that 
externality would be associated with premarital pregnancy. Specifically, it was found that for 
White middle-class girls, external scores were revealed more often among pregnant females 
and internal scores more often among the nonpregnant girls. On the other hand, among the 
Black lower-class sample, they found that pregnant girls tended to score more internally 
whereas nonpregnant scored more externally. The authors suggested, that for these girls fi-om 
lower-class families, pregnancy may be a more socially acceptable outcome that results in 
some desired end. 
More research is needed to delineate the affects of social circumstances on adolescent 
pregnancy. Religiosity is one area researched relative to teen pregnancy, it is discussed next. 
Religiosity 
Religious beliefs traditionally have set standards of appropriate sexual and 
reproductive conduct. Religiosity, the intensity of ones' religious commitment may exert its 
influence in varying ways. For some adolescents, religiosity can reduce the likelihood of 
premarital intercourse, thus premarital pregnancy (Zelnik, ICanmer, & Ford, 1981). For 
others, it may discourage the use of effective methods of contraception, and for others yet, it 
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may proscribe abortion as a means of resolving the pregnancy (Studer & Thornton, 1987). 
The impact of religiosity on one's sexual conduct is confounded with other background 
variables, since different affiliations tend to have distinctive racial and ethnic makeups. For 
example, Hispanics tend to be Catholic, (Studer & Thornton, 1987). 
Summary 
From the foregoing literature, it is apparent that specific background variables ought 
to be considered when investigating the etiology of adolescent pregnancy. Cited above are 
four such areas to consider. It is evident that fathers play a significant role in numerous 
aspects of their daughters' development and behavior. Specifically, having a father present in 
the home, who is perceived as warm, supportive, and accepting, while maintaining high 
control has been associated with positive heterosexual relationships, gender-appropriate sex 
role development, higher self-esteem, and an internal locus of control. In addition, these 
daughters tend to have higher academic achievement and better adjustment than daughters 
without such father figures. In daughters lacking such a relationship, the opposite traits are 
often observed such that these daughters are less affirmed in their femininity, have difficulty 
in heterosexual relationships, lower self-esteem, lower academic achievement and 
aspirations, and an external locus of control. Moreover, premature pregnancy and other 
problem behaviors such as delinquency, alcohol and drug abuse, are often witnessed. In 
fiirther examining the issue of teenage childbearing, it seems imperative that the father-
daughter relationship be considered. 
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The aim of the current study is to compare the mother-daughter and father-daughter 
relationship, self-esteem, and locus of control of pregnant adolescents with that of their 
nonpregnant peers. Specifically, the questions asked in the current study were: 
1.) Do parenting and nonparenting adolescent girls' perceptions of their father figures' 
parenting behaviors differ as a function of their parenting status? 
2.) What is the relationship between measures of self-esteem, locus of control, background 
variables, parenting perceptions and the parenting status of adolescent females? 
3.) What variables serve as predictors of the parenting status of adolescent females? 
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METHODOLOGY 
The ultimate responsibility of who becomes a parent lies with the individual. Since 
1985, nearly every year one million children are bom to teenage girls, aged 15-20 years 
(Moore, 1995). As a society, we ask what determines who will parent at an early age. Is it 
their upbringing, how they feel about themselves, their social networks, their culture, or 
feelings of helplessness? The current smdy is an attempt to investigate some of these 
relationships. Since the adolescent herself is the best source of this information, it is from 
her perspective that information regarding her individual characteristics, her life 
circumstances and experiences and her perceptions of her mother and father figiu-es parenting 
behavior was collected. 
Subjects 
The sample for the current smdy consisted of 96 adolescent girls; 55 were parenting 
teens and 41 were nonparenting teens. Participants ranged in age from 15 - 20 years, with a 
median age for both groups of 17 years. Of the parenting adolescents involved in the study, 
51% were White, 18% Black, 11% Oriental, 6% Hispanic, 2% Native American, and 11% 
other. The nonparenting group was made up of 85.4% white, 2.4% Black, 2.4% Hispanic, 
2.4% Oriental, and 7.3% other. All subjects attended alternative high school programs in a 
large midwestem metropolitan area. Four alternative high school programs participated in 
the study. These programs are designed for adolescents who, for a number of reasons, were 
not successful in their public school settings. Reasons include poor academics, truancy or 
withdrawal from public schools, chemical dependency, mental health issues, pregnancy, and 
or English as a second language. 
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Procedure 
Subjects were notified of the study by their teachers or other school personnel. 
Parents of enrolled adolescents were sent a letter informing them of the smdy, describing its 
purpose and stressing the importance of their daughters' participation (see Appendix A). An 
explanation of the $5.00 honorarium their daughters would receive if they participated was 
included. Parents were asked to return an enclosed form only if they were not in favor of 
their daughter participating. If no word was received from the parent, peraiission was 
assumed. Participation by adolescents was voluntary. Interested teenage girls were required 
to sign a form indicating they understood the voluntary nature of their participation, that 
confidentiality would be observed and that they had the right to withdraw at any time (see 
Appendix A). All subjects were tested at their alternative high school sites during regular 
classroom times, as determined by their school officials. The questionnaire was a pencil and 
paper format, and was completed in a group testing situation, at a one-time sitting. The 
researcher was present to answer any questions. Participants were observed to be committed 
to completing the questionnaire honestly, as was observed by the appropriateness of 
questions asked, and by the limited amount of missing data detected. A $5.00 honorarium 
was given to the adolescents at the completion of the questionnaire. Participants appeared 
enthusiastic about receiving the honorarium. 
Measures 
Background information 
In order to obtain background information on the adolescent and her family, the 
Adolescent Personal and Social Inventorv. adapted from Crase and Stockdale (1989), was 
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administered. Items within this instrument assess information about the individual, family 
history, and individuals' sexual history. Information relative to the adolescent herself 
included age, race, reported grade point average, education, current work status, aspirations 
in five years, religion affiliation and religiosity (see Appendix B). 
Family information was also gathered from the adolescents' perspective. Girls were 
asked with what firequency they saw their biological parents, and to identify who they saw as 
their mother-figure and their father-figure. Choices for mother-figure were biological 
mother, adoptive mother, step mother, father's girlfriend, grandmother, other relative, 
neighbor, teacher or other person identified by the teen (see Appendix B). Comparable 
information was gathered to determine father-figure. Additional information gathered, 
pertaining to these specified mother-figures and father-figures, included education level, 
marital status, and the amount of contact the adolescent had with their mother-figure and 
father-figure. 
Sexual history questions were comprised of items such as, "Have you ever had sexual 
intercourse?" and " If yes, at what age did you first have sex?" In addition teens were asked 
their parenting status, and if they had ever experienced sexual abuse from a family member. 
Self-esteem 
Adolescent self-esteem was measured using the Rosenberg Self-Esteem Scale (1965). 
which consists of 10 items using a 4-point scale. Adolescents indicated how much they 
agreed or disagreed with specific statements reflecting global positive (N = 5) or negative 
(N = 5) attitudes toward their self (Rosenberg, 1965). Half of the items were reverse scored 
so a total score can be obtained. The Cronbach's alpha for these items was .84 for this smdy. 
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Locus of control 
The adolescent girl's locus of control was assessed using a revised brief addition of 
Levenson's (1974) Locus of Control Scale (Sapp & Harrod,1993). Using the three 
dimensions established in Levenson's original scale (Internal Control, Chance and Powerftil 
Others), Sapp and Harrod grouped the three items loading the highest under each dimension, 
creating a 9-item instrument. 
Factor analyses performed on the current data set resulted in loadings incongruent 
with Sapp and Harrod's (1993) factors. When items were forced to load into one of the three 
established factors, reliabilities run on each factor yielded coefficients of .for each of the 
dimensions of .50, .40, and .59 for dimensions, external, chance, and powerful others 
respectively. Since these reliabilities were closer to those of Sapp and Harrod's, the 
Levenson factors were used in the current research. 
Parent-adolescent relationships 
A revised version of Schaefer's (1965) Child's Report of Parent's Behavior Inventorv. 
(Schludermann, 1988) was administered to all subjects to assess their perception of both their 
mother's and father's behavior. Schaefer's inventory had 26 different scales consisting of 10 
items per scale. Schludermann and Schludermarm (1988) shortened Schaefer's original 
version to 108 items, consisting of 18 scales with 5-8 items per scale. Factor analyses 
conducted on both the original version and the shortened version CRPBI-108 consistentiy 
revealed three dimensions (i.e., Acceptance/Rejection, Psychological Control/Psychological 
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Autonomy, and Hrm Control/Lax Control). The 108 item version was shortened further by 
Schludermann (1988) who determined the 10 items that loaded the highest on each of the 
three dimensions, resulting in a 30 item questionnaire. Table I illustrates the three 
dimensions and the items that loaded under each. 
Table 1. Child's Report of Parental Behavior Inventory (CRPBI) Factor Items 
Factor Item/Item Content 
Parenting Factors 
My father/mother is a person who 
Acceptance Factor 
1.. .makes me feel better after talking over worries with me 
4...smiles at me very often 
7.. .is able to make me feel better when I am upset 
10.. .enjoys doing things with me 
13.. .cheers me up when I am sad 
16...gives me a lot of care and attention 
19...makes me feel Like the most important person in his/her life. 
22...believes in showing his/her love for me 
30...often praises me 
27...is easy to talk to 
Psychological Control 
2...tells me of all the things he/she had done for me 
5. ..says, if I really cared for him/her, I would not do things that cause him/her to worry 
8...is always telling me how I should behave 
11.. .would like to be able to tell me what to do all the time 
14...wants to control whatever I do 
17...is always trying to change me 
20.. .only keeps rules when it suits him/her 
23.. .is less friendly with me, if I do not see things his/her way 
25...will avoid looking at me when I have disappointed him/her 
28...if I have hurt his/her feelings, stops talking to me until I please him/her again 
Lax Control 
3.. .believes in having a lot of rules and sticking with them 
6.. .insists that I must do exactly as 1 am told 
9...is very strict with me 
12...gives hard punishment 
15...is easy with me 
18.. .lets me off easy when I do something wrong 
21.. .gives me as much freedom as I want 
24.. .lets me go any place I please without asking 
26...lets me go out any evening I want 
29.. .lets me do anything I like to do 
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Parenting adolescents and nonparenting adolescents were asked to complete the 
CRPBI-30 twice, once for their perceptions of their father figures and another time for their 
mother figures. Questionnaires were identical, except for grammatical differences related to 
gender. For the combined two groups, reUabilities for mother-figure data were .94, .84 and 
.57, for the three dimensions Acceptance/Rejection, Psychological Control/Psychological 
Autonomy, Firm Control/Lax Control, respectively, and .93, .83, and .44, for the father-figure 
data. 
Parenting adolescents and nonparenting adolescents were asked to complete the 
CRPBI-30 twice, once for their perceptions of their father figures and another time for their 
mother figures. Questionnaires were identical, except for grammatical differences related to 
gender. In scoring the instrument, all three dimensions (i.e., Acceptance/Rejection, 
Psychological Control/Psychological Autonomy, and Firm Control/Lax Control) had a 
minimum score of 10, and a maximum score of 30. In light of the size of the sample, it was 
elected to use dimensions previously established by Schludermann (1988). Cronbach's 
alphas computed for the three mother dimensions were .94, 84, and .57. For father 
dimensions, alpha's were calculated as .93, .83, and .44. 
Scoring and analysis 
Items on the questionnaires that offered responses of a continuous nature were coded 
so that lower ratings reflected a lower frequency (i.e., number of days missed at school per 
week) or a lower quality or level (e.g., much worse or strongly disagree). On the other hand, 
discrete variables were recoded using dummy variables (0,1) so that statistical analyses could 
be done. Discrete variables collapsed into bivariate variables included race (white vs other). 
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marital status (married/remarried vs not married), aspirations in 5 years (working vs college 
and above), religious preference (none vs all other), father figure (biological vs other), mother 
figure (biological vs other), and teen's current living simation (with both parents vs other). 
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RESULTS 
Comparative analyses 
In order to compare teen parents and nonparenting teens on measures of parenting 
behavior, locus of control, self-esteem, and background variables, t-scores and chi squares 
were computed. 
Table 2 shows differences in the background characteristics of parents of teen mothers 
and nonparenting teens. Parenting teens had fathers with significantly lower education (t = 
2.33, 2<-05). than their nonparenting age mates. On the other hand, parenting and 
nonparenting teens experience similar relations with their biological mothers and fathers, and 
have mothers with comparable educational backgrounds. 
Table 2. Means, Standard Deviations, and T-scores of Background Characteristics of 
Parents and Family of Parenting and Nonparenting Teens' 
Variable Parenting Teens Nonparenting Teens t 
Mean SD Mean SD score 
Relationship with 4.15 1.37 4.37 1.24 .81 
Biological Mother 
(l=never see, 5=live with) 
Relation with Biological 2.87 1.66 3.39 1.72 1.49 
Father 
(l=never see, 5=live with) 
Father's Education 4.56 1.22 5.18 1.28 2.33** 
(l=grade school, 
7=grad/prof degree 
Mother's Education 4.75 1.07 4.59 1.07 -.71 
(l=grade school, 
7=grad/prof degree 
*£<-05 
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Additional comparisons were made using cfai square analyses for categorical variables. 
Table 3 shows comparisons noade on the family history of the teens. No significant differences 
were observed on variables that reflected ±e family structure in which the teens were raised. 
Sixty-nine percent of the parenting teens were raised in two parent families, of which 63 % are 
reported to be together, and 60 % of the nonparenting group reported being raised in a two 
parent family of which 83 % continue to be intact. Significant difierences 
Table 3. Chi Square Analyses of Family of Origin Information by Group 
Variable^tem Response Parenting Nonparenting Chi Square 
Teens Teens 
n % n % 
Grow up with 2 parents in home .84 
yes 38 69% 24 60% 
no 17 31% 16 40% 
IF YES: 
Were parents married 1.24 
yes 34 90% 24 100% 
no 4 10% 0 0% 
Parents still together 1.75 
yes 24 63% 19 83% 
no 14 37% 4 17% 
Are they both bio-parents .21 
yes 27 73% 18 78% 
no 10 27% 5 22% 
Were they happy .90 
yes 24 67% 18 82% 
no 12 33% 4 18% 
IF NO: 
Which parent raised you .02 
male 1 7% 2 15% 
female 14 93% 11 85% 
Ever remember parents together 1.47 
yes 5 29% 8 50% 
no 12 71% 8 50% 
Did parents abuse alcohol or drugs 5.26* 
yes 18 33% 23 56% 
no 37 67% 18 44% 
*E<.05 
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were seen, however, on the parent's alcohol/drug abuse variable. Surprisingly, parenting teens 
reported significantly less parental alcohol/drug abuse than nonparenting teens. 
In the current study, subjects were asked to identify a mother and a father figure. 
These identified individuals could be their biological parent or another individual whom they 
felt was most like a mother or father to theoL Table 4 illustrates the choices teens made. 
While no significant differences appeared in their choices, it was found that parenting teens 
were significantly more likely to have unmarried father figure than their nonparenting age 
mates. 
Table 4. Chi Square Analyses of Father Figure and Mother Figure Information by 
Group 
Variable/Item Response Parenting Nonparenting Chi Square 
Teens Teens 
n % n % 
Who is your 'father' figure .14 
biological father 31 59.6% 26 63.4% 
other 24 40.3% 15 36.5% 
Does father figure live in home .94 
yes 27 51% 25 61% 
no 26 49% 16 39% 
Who is your mother figure .11 
biological mother 47 85.5% 36 87.8% 
other 8 14.5% 5 12.2% 
Does mother figure live in home .80 
yes 37 67.3% 31 76% 
no 18 32.7% 10 24% 
Marital status of mother figure 2.21 
married/remarried 29 56% 29 71% 
not married/other 26 44% 12 29% 
Marital status of father figure 5.32» 
married/remarried 31 59% 33 80% 
not married/other 24 41% 8 20% 
*£<.05 
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T-scores computed between the two groups for their perceived parents' behaviors, 
locus of control, and self-esteem are illustrated in Table 5. While no significant differences 
were seen on locus of control, self-esteem or fathering behaviors, one mother parenting 
behavior was significantly different for the two groups. Specifically, parenting adolescents 
were more likely to have mothers who used psychological control strategies in their parenting 
(t = -2.15, g<.05) than were nonparenting teens. 
Table 5. Means, Standard Deviations, and T-scores of Parenting Factors, Locus of 
Control Factors and the Self-Esteem Scale for Parenting and Nonparenting Teens 
Variable/Item Response Parenting Nonparenting t-score 
Teens Teens 
Mean SD Mean SD 
Parentins Factors 
Mother 
Factor I: Acceptance 23.6 5.6 24.0 6.4 .37 
Factor II: Psychological 17.05 4.6 14.95 4.9 -2.15* 
Control 
Factor HI; Lax Control 18.49 5.1 18.41 4.9 -.07 
Father 
Factor I: Acceptance 20.08 5.6 20.32 6.2 19 
Factor U: Psychological 15.73 4.5 14.78 4.8 -.97 
Control 
Factor HI: Lax Control 19.33 4.6 18.75 5.1 -.57 
Locus of Control Factors 
Factor I; Internal 14.82 2.5 14.83 2.3 .02 
Factor n: Chance 10.25 3.0 10.0 2.6 -.52 
Factor HI: Powerful Others 7.27 3.6 7.05 3.7 -.30 
Self Esteem 25.51 2.8 2.8 1.9 1.27 
*E<.05 
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In order to compare differences between the two groups on demographic variables, chi 
square analyses and t-tests were employed. Table 6 illustrates the chi square analyses 
performed on categorical variables. As indicated, parenting teens were significantly less likely 
to be White, with more of these girls being Black, Hispanic, Oriental, Native American or 
something else (e.g., a combination of these). In addition, parenting teens were significantly 
Table 6. Chi Square Analysis of Demographics by Group 
Variable/Item Response Parentins NonDarentins Chi Square 
Teens Teens 
n % n % 
Race 12.47*** 
White 28 52% 35 85% 
other 27 48% 6 15% 
Grade received most often 1.20 
A 7 13% 3 IWc 
B 32 59% 28 68% 
C 13 24% 9 22% 
D 2 4% 1 2% 
Has job or not 5.84* 
yes 24 44% 28 68% 
no 31 56% 13 32% 
What doing in 5 years 2.28 
working 20 37% 9 22% 
in college or above 35 63% 31 78% 
Ever had sex 5.60* 
yes 100 100% 37 90% 
no 0 0% 4 9% 
Had sex in past month .20 
yes 36 66% 26 61% 
no 19 35% 16 39% 
Religion preference 3.54 
none=6 11 20% 15 38% 
other 44 80% 25 63% 
Religion practice 2.03 
never-rarely 25 46% 25 61% 
sometimes-often 29 54% 16 39% 
Teen's current living situation 1.14 
both parents 17 31% 17 43% 
other 38 69% 24 57% 
***2<.001 
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less likely to be employed than were nonparenting teens. Equally important are the lack of 
significant differences on other variables. Both groups reported averaging a B grade point 
average, and the majority had aspirations of college or above in five years. In addition, while 
both groups reported having some sort of religious afBliation, parenting teens reported 
practicing religion more than nonparenting teens (54% and 39%, respectively). Both groups 
of teens were most likely to live in two-parent homes, with mother-only homes reported as the 
second most likely living situation for teens. Having had sexual experience was common 
among both groups, but significantly more common among parents. Clearly, 100% of parents 
had had such an experience, compared to 90% of nonparents. Moreover, reports of having 
sex within the past month were all but the same for the two groups. In summary, the two 
groups differed on three demographic variables, race, work status and sexual experience. 
T-tests computed on continuous variables (age, school attendance, age at first 
intercourse, and sexual abuse experience) revealed two significant differences between the 
two groups. Specifically, parenting teens were significantly younger when they had 
intercourse for the first time (t = -2.27, £<.01), and parenting teens reported significantly 
higher school attendance than did their nonparenting agemates (t = 2.21, b<.05). In addition, 
surprising differences were observed, although not statistically significant, between groups on 
the sexual abuse variable. Compared to the nonparenting group, parenting teens reponed 
fewer incidents of sexual abuse. 
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The support systems of adolescent parents have been the focus of a number of studies. 
Table 7 shows the perceived support systenos of girls in the current study. Compared to ±eir 
nonparenting age mates, parenting teens did not differ significantly. Both groups ranked their 
mothers as giving them the most support and their fathers as giving them the least. Other 
designated individuals they felt close to were ranked as giving them the second most support. 
Table 7. Description of Perceived Support System by Group 
Variable/Item responses Parenting Nonoarentins 
Teens Teens 
n ( % )  n(%) 
Who gives you most support* 
boyfriend 21 (40%) 11 (27%) 
teacher 2 (4%) 1 (2%) 
best friend 12 (23%) 15 (37%) 
grandfather 0 (0%) 1 (2%) 
sister 5(10%) 3 (7%) 
brother 2 (4%) 2 (5%) 
grandmother 10(19%) 4(10%) 
other 3 (6%) 4(10%) 
Mother's, Father's, and response to above variable ranked 
Mother's suppon ranlced 
most support 
second most suppon 28 (55%) 21 (51%) 
third most support 15 (29%) 11 (27%) 
8 (16%) 9 (22%) 
Father's support ranked 
most support 
second most suppon 4 (8%) 5(12%) 
third most support 17 (35%) 15 (37%) 
28 (57%) 21 (51%) 
Other support ranked 
most support 
second most support 23 (44%) 16 (40%) 
third most support 17 (33%) 15 (3b8%) 
12 (23%) 9 (23%) 
" To determine support systems of adolescents, subjects were first asked to answer who, 
other than parents gave them the most support. They were then asked to rank that person 
against mothers, and fathers to determine which of the three was the most supportive, second 
most supportive and third most supportive. 
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Predictive Analysis 
One objective of the current study was to determine what individual, family, and social 
factors are influential in predicting pregnancy outcome. Table 8 represents the hierarchical 
regression results. The first step of the regression included individual and family 
Table 8. Summary of Hierarchical Regression Analysis of Selected Variables in 
Predicting Pregnancy Status 
Variable SteD 1 StBD 2 SteD 3 
B SE P B SE B SE P 
Race .18 .12 .17 .15 .12 .14 .06 .13 .06 
Aspirations -.09 .12 -.08 -.12 .13 -.11 -.12 .14 -.11 
GPA -.02 .10 -.03 .05 .11 .06 .09 .13 .11 
Religion preference .11 .08 .17 .12 .08 .11 .09 .09 .18 
Religion practice .00 .13 .00 -.00 .14 -.00 .04 .15 .04 
Age first had sex -.16 .05 -.43*** -.16 .04 -43».« -.13 .05 -.35** 
Working status of teen -.03 .11 -.03 -.05 .12 -.05 -.07 .13 -.07 
Raised in two parent home .33 .14 .31* .35 .14 .33* .32 .15 .29* 
Teen experience sexual abuse -.13 .07 -.20 -.14 .07 -.23 -.20 .08 -.32* 
Mother's education .08 .05 .16 .09 .06 .20 .11 .06 22 
Father's education -.12 .05 -.32** -.12 .05 -.31* -.12 .05 -.30* 
Mother figure .05 .16 .04 .01 .17 .01 .04 .19 .03 
Father figure -.09 .13 -.08 -.05 .13 -.05 -.07 .14 -.07 
Mother figure live in home -.06 .13 -.05 -.03 .13 -.02 -.04 .14 -.04 
Father figure live in home .08 .12 .08 .06 .12 .06 .02 .13 .02 
Parent abuse of alcohol/drugs -.15 .12 -.13 -.12 .12 -.12 -.12 .13 -.13 
Locus of Control Factors: 
Factor I; Internal .02 .03 .08 .03 .04 .13 
Factor H: Chance .02 .02 .12 .02 .02 .08 
Factor HI: Powerful Others .02 .02 .15 .02 .02 .16 
Self-Esteem .03 .02 .25 .03 .02 .25 
Mother Parenting Factors 
Factor I: Acceptance .01 .01 .08 
Factor II: Psych. Control .02 .02 .21 
Factor III: Lax Control -.02 .01 -.16 
Father Parenting Factors 
Factor I: Acceptance -.01 .01 -.15 
Factor H: Psych. Control -.00 .02 -.02 
Factor HI: Lax Control .00 .02 .04 
R^ .44 .50 .54 
F 1.1%** 2.61** 2.16** 
Note. AR" = .44** for Step 1; .06** for Step 2; .86** for Step 3 
*E<.05 **£<.01 
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background variables. Step I results indicate that the variables two-parent family, father's 
education, and age teen first had intercourse all had significant effects on early childbearing. 
In Step 2, the locus of control variables and self-esteem were added. Results indicated a 
continued significant effect for two-parent family, father's education, and age teen first had 
intercourse. No effects were seen for the locus of control or self-esteem variables. In Step 3, 
parenting factors for teens' mothers and fathers were added. While no significant effects were 
observed for these, the three variables found significant in Steps 1 and 2 continued to show 
significant predictive value for teen parenting. In addition, a main effect appeared for sexual 
abuse on Step 3. To summarize, two parent families, lower father education levels, less sexual 
abuse and teens engaging in sexual activity for the first time at younger ages all contributed to 
the regression model predicting pregnancy status, accounting for 29% of the variance. 
Correlational Analyses 
Examination of Tables 9 and 10 (see Appendices C and D), yield some expected trends 
for both the parent and the nonparenting groups. For example, items related to peuent's living 
arrangements and parental marital status are highly intercorrelated, as expected. In addition, 
teens whose parents live together are perceived by the teens as happier than those who do not 
live together. 
For both parenting and nonparenting teens, self-esteem is significantly and positively 
correlated with internal and negatively with external (chance and powerful others) locus of 
control factors. In addition, for parenting teens, higher self-esteem was associated with teen's 
mothers use of psychological control parenting behavior, and for nonparenting teen with 
father's use of psychological control strategies. 
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Locus of control factors appeared to have relatively strong relationships with father's 
parenting behaviors. In Table 10, for parenting teens, internal locus of control was 
significantly and positively related to perceived fathers acceptance, and negatively and 
significantly related to father's use of psychological control strategies. Moreover, for 
parenting teens, external locus of control factor, chance, was negatively and significantly 
correlated with father's lax control, while the powerfiil others factor was positively and 
significantly related with father's use of psychological control. For the nonparenting teens, 
trends were similar. Relative to the external factors (chance and powerfiil others) positive and 
significant relationships also were observed with father's use of psychological control. 
For parenting teens, relying mostly on people other than parents for support was 
negatively and significantly related to support from either mothers or fathers. In addition, 
seeking support outside the parental dyad was negatively associated with maternal acceptance 
and positively related to mother's use of psychological control On the other hand parenting 
teens receiving the majority of their support from their mothers was positively associated with 
mother's acceptance behaviors and negatively with her use of psychological control. 
An interesting discrepancy was observed between the parenting teens and the 
nonparenting groups when perusing the correlational tables for both. Specifically, it was 
found that for nonparenting teens, parental alcohol/drug abuse was significantly associated 
with seven variables, whereas no such significant correlations were discovered in the parenting 
group. Nonparenting teens who had a parent who abused alcohol/drugs were less likely to 
spend time with their biological fathers, tended to have unmarried mothers and more often had 
fathers living in the home. However, they were less likely to have been raised in a two parent 
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family, found their fathers less supportive, depended on their boyfriends mostly for support 
and attributed happenings in their life more often to chance. 
In summary, compared to nonparenting teens, parenting teens are less likely to be 
white, miss school, or be employed. In addition, these young parents are more likely to have 
had sexual experience, and less likely to have parents who abuse alcohol/drugs than 
nonparenting teens. In comparing parenting teens with nonparenting teens on family 
variables, parenting teens are more likely to have fathers who are unmarried, fathers with less 
education, and mothers who use psychological control strategies in their parenting. Finally, 
two parent families, less sexual abuse, less father education, and being younger when they lost 
their virginity were predictive of teenage parenting. 
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DISCUSSION 
The primary purpose of the current smdy was to examine the father-daughter 
relationship, self esteem, and locus of control, relative to the parenting status of adolescent 
girls. Of secondary interest was the differences between the relationships daughters share 
with their mothers and that which they share with their fathers. Therefore, for comparison 
purposes, information on the mother-daughter relationship was also collected. 
Analyses revealed that teen mothers differed from their nonparenting age mates in a 
number of ways. DemographicaUy, teen mothers were more likely to be Nonwhite than were 
nonparenting teens. Parenting teens were 52 % White, compared to 85 percent in the 
nonparenting group. This is not surprising, as it is supported in a number of research studies, 
that among Blacks, teenage pregnancy is more common (Furstenberg, et al., 1987; Hofferth 
& Hayes, 1987; National Data Book, 1992) and more accepted (Zelnik & Kanmer, 1981). 
While research suggests the gap between Blacks and Whites on nonmarital pregnancies is 
narrowing. Blacks continue to oumumber their White counterparts (Moore, et al., 1995). A 
second demographic difference suggests parenting teens are more likely to have fathers with 
lower education. Having fathers with lower education may reflect lower socioeconomic 
status. Teenage pregnancy has been associated with lower socioeconomic status both before 
and after the pregnancy (Card & Wise, 1981; Chilman, 1989). In addition, Zelnik and 
Kantner (1972) found father's education level to distinguish between Black's and White's 
sexual experience. They found for Blacks, higher paternal education was linked with 
daughters who were less likely to be sexually experienced. Whereas, for Whites, higher 
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education of either mother or father was related to increased levels of sexual experience for 
these daughters. 
In the current study, parenting girls were less likely to miss school and less likely to 
be employed. While research has often cited truncated education as a negative consequence 
of teenage pregnancy (Furstenberg, et al., 1987; Hofferth & Hayes, 1987), the increased 
commitment to education observed in the current study may be a reflection of changing 
attitudes, or due to the racial make up of the parenting teens. This finding is supported by 
Held (1981) who concluded that teenage pregnancy is less likely to disrupt the educational 
plans of Blacks than for Whites or Hispanics. Together, these results suggest that for these 
girls, completing school is perhaps a bigger priority than getting a menial job that would most 
likely prevent them from carrying out their parenthood responsibilities. 
The fact that parenting teens were less likely to miss school is encouraging. Long 
term follow-up research of children bom to adolescent mothers (Furstenberg, et al., 1987) 
suggests that children's school performance improves if their single mothers graduate from 
high school and transition off welfare. 
In comparing the means of the two groups, teenage parents were found to be less 
likely to have parents that abuse alcohol/drug. This contradicts previous research (Hikes & 
Crocitto, 1987) that found alcohol abuse greater among parents of pregnant teenagers. In 
addition, sexual abuse was found to be more common among nonparenting teens than among 
parenting teens. For girls who are raised by alcohol/drug abusers, or experience sexual abuse, 
it may be, that their dysfunctional living situation requires them to be more responsible, an d 
thus their decision making is of a more responsible nature. 
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Two perplexing findings were revealed in the hierarchical regression results. First, 
being raised in a two-parent family is predictive of premature childbearing. This finding is in 
sharp contrast to other family structure literature that maintains that early sexual activity and 
childbearing are more likely in disrupted families (Elkes & Crocitto, 1987, Miller & 
Bingham, 1989; Moore & Hofferth, 1980; Zelnik, BCantner, & Ford, 1981). Moreover, this 
finding contradicts the sociological perspective on the effects of family structure, which 
underscores the importance of having two parents versus one, to provide children adequate 
support, supervision and control (Thomson, McLanahan, & Curtin, 1992). In light of the fact 
that parenting teens in the current sample were significandy more likely to have uiunarried 
fathers, it may be that the two-parent family reponed is actually a reflection of a step family. 
Remarriage literature suggests that step family life is problematic for children and parents 
(Furstenberg, 1987). In addition, Aquilino (1991) found that compared with children who 
grew up with both original parents, step children are more likely to try to establish an 
independent household by age 18. 
A second puzzling finding suggests that girls having fewer or no sexual abuse 
experience is predictive of teen parenting. This too, contradicts teen pregnancy and parenting 
literature (Medora, et al., 1993; Murray, 1993). It is plausible that for this particular sample 
sexual abuse may deter future sexual relauons, rather than lead to promiscuity. With sexual 
abuse considered an intrusive act, it may be that girls who experience it are less trusting, and 
thus less likely to get involved with men while the memories of the incident are still present. 
Data indicated that incidents of sexual abuse were more prevalent among nonparenting teens. 
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No significant differences were observed on the locus of control factors between the 
two groups. Correlational analyses however, did reveal some trends in locus of control. For 
example, among parenting girls, high intemality on locus of control measures was 
significantly related to higher self-esteem scores, higher GPA, more father acceptance and 
less psychological control strategies by fathers. For nonparents, high intemality revealed 
only one significant relationship; for nonparenting girls, higher internal locus of control 
scores were related with more mother acceptance. Together these findings suggest that 
intemality, if it is present, is more beneficial for parenting teens, in that they feel better about 
themself, and are likely to have more success in school. For practitioners, empowering 
adolescents to control their own destiny is one way to encourage better outcomes: more 
acceptance from parents, more success in school, and higher self-esteems. 
Contrary to many previous studies (Crase & Stockdale, 1989; Elkes & Crocitto,1987; 
Zongker, 1977), no significant differences were seen between parenting teens and their 
nonparenting age mates on self-esteem scores. These findings support Streetman (1987) who 
also found no differences on this variable in his parenting and nonparenting groups. In the 
current study, it is not known if these girls' self-esteem was lower prior to the pregnancy, and 
if the event of pregnancy affected them. Thus one can not make any causal inferences of self-
esteem on pregnancy stams of adolescents. As in the case of locus of control, while 
significant differences were not observed, correlational analysis did reveal a number of 
relationships that are worth considering. For parenting teens, higher self-esteem scores were 
significantly and positively related with higher aspirations and an internal locus of control. In 
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addition, significant, negative correlations were seen on mothers use of psychological control, 
and perceptions that things happen due to chance or because of powerfiil others. 
In comparing the means of teens' ratings of mothers and fathers on each of the 
parenting factors, some interesting patterns were revealed. On the acceptance factor teens in 
both groups rated mothers higher than fa±ers. It appears that for the teens in this sample, 
mothers are seen as more accepting than fathers. This is consistent with teens' perception of 
their support networks. Teens in both groups rated mothers as their primary source of 
support. Interestingly, parenting teens ranked mothers' acceptance higher than nonparenting 
teens. It may be that in having a child, the teen receive more attention from her mother which 
is interpreted as acceptance and support. On the other hand, parenting teens rated father 
acceptance lower than did their nonparenting age mates. This finding supports Fleck and his 
associates (1980), that indicated girls who reported lower paternal acceptance engaged in 
more sexual intercourse than girls reporting high paternal acceptance. Other research concurs 
with this. Landy and others (1983), compared pregnant girls with a nonpregnant comparison 
group, and found that pregnant girls lacked a warm relationship with their fathers. On the 
third parenting factor, lax control, both parenting and nonparenting teens rated their fathers 
higher, than mothers. These results suggest that for these families, fathers were less involved 
in their daughter's lives and thus relay fewer rules and limits. 
Results of the current study do not support the contention that different patterns of 
parenting are more predictive of early childbearing. Analyses comparing means of the two 
groups on each of the parenting factors found only mother's use of psychological control to 
be significantly more common in parenting teens. These results are discouraging in that it 
66 
seems educational efforts that encourage parents to use specific parenting strategies when 
interacting with their adolescents could be easily implemented. Instead, it appears that the 
etiology of teen parenting is deeper and more complicated than previously thought. 
Correlational analyses conducted separately for teen mothers and noimiothers reveals that 
high levels of paternal acceptance were significantly related to high levels of maternal 
acceptance and higher intemality for young parents. In addition, maternal acceptance was 
associated with being raised by a female, high levels of matemal support, and low levels of 
psychological control strategies. 
In summary, the current study lends support to previous research regarding the 
demographic make up of the teen parent population. This study provides new literamre that 
contradicts commonly believed relations between family structure, sexual abuse, alcohol/drug 
abuse, and parenting strategies. In addition, results raise questions regarding the influence of 
such individual characteristics as self-esteem and locus of control and family variables such 
as marital stability. 
Caution should be exercised in generalizing this research to other populations. First, 
the racial groups are disproportionate in size. Second, the results are based on a small data 
set. The uniqueness of the sample also must be considered in interpreting these findings. 
Because all the subjects were attending alternative high schools, it may be that teenage 
pregnancy is just one of a number of age-grade behaviors that prevented their success in a 
regular public school. 
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APPENDIX A 
PERMISSION LETTERS 
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Dear School Representative, 
As you probably know, teenage pregnancy is a major societal concern. Each year, 1 in 10, or 
one million girls will become pregnant ~ the highest rate of any industrialized nation in the 
world. The economic costs of this crisis have been recognized as well as the limitations it 
poses for the teens and their children involved. 
For these reasons, we are conducting a smdy to compare parenting and nonpregnant teens. 
Specifically, we are interested in the determining differences between pregnant and 
nonpregnant adolescent girls' view of themselves, and their relationships with their parents. 
The questionnaire we are administering consists of these areas as well as background 
information about the girls and their families. The questioimaire is a paper/pencil format and 
will take about one hour to complete. 
We will be administering the questionnaire at a time arranged with your school and will be 
available to answer any questions you or your smdents might have. All information provided 
will be kept strictly confidential and names of participants will not be attached to any of the 
completed questionnaires. You will be offered a copy of the results when the research is 
complete. All participants would, of course, be free to withdraw firom the project at any point 
should they wish to do so. 
Your students' cooperation in this project is vital to its success and will be greatly 
appreciated. If you have any questions about the study before the questionnaires are 
administered, please do not hesitate to contact us. 
Sincerely, 
Kristin Stainer, M.S. 
(Graduate Student, Iowa State University) 
Dahlia Stockdale, Ph.D. 
Major Professor 
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ADOLESCENT RESEARCH 
Iowa State University 
April. 1996 
We agree to participate in the research study of adolescents being conducted by Iowa State University. 
We have been promised access to any results of the study, and we understand that all information gathered will 
be held stricdy confidential and that we can withdraw from the study at any time. 
School's authorized signature 
Date: / / 
Month Day Year 
Witness for I.S.U.: 
Interviewer's signature 
70 
Dear Parents, 
We are inviting your daughter to participate in a study in which we hope to learn more about 
how teenage girls view themselves and their immediate family relationships and suppon. 
Through this smdy, we may be able to leam how families and teenagers cope with stressfiil 
simations such as teen pregnancy. The questionnaire we are using will provide important 
information that should lead to a better understanding of the needs of teenage girls and those 
personal and social supports that best meet those needs. Only they can tell us, so we hope 
that you will support your daughter's participation in the project. The questionnaire is a 
paper/pencil format and will take about one hour to complete. 
We wUl be administering the questioimaire at a time arranged with the school your daughter 
is enrolled in, and will be available to answer any questions you or your daughter might have, 
either ahead of time by phone (824-5915) or the day the questioimaire is administered. Upon 
request, results of the smdy will be made available, and all information offered by your 
daughter will be kept strictly confidential; her name will not be attached to any of the 
completed questionnaires. Finally, participation in the smdy is completely voluntary, and all 
participants would be free to withdraw from the project at any point should they wish to do 
so. Five dollars wUl be given as an honorarium for participating. 
Your daughter's cooperation in this project is vital to its success and will be greatly 
appreciated. If you have any questions about the study before the questionnaires are 
administered, please do not hesitate to contact us. If you are opposed to your daughter 
participating, please return 
the attached form by April 30th, 1996. Thank You. 
Sincerely, 
Kristin Stainer, M.S. 
Graduate Student, Iowa State University 
Dahlia Stockdale, Ph.D. 
Major Professor 
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Participant ID Code ADOLESCENT RESEARCH 
Iowa State University 
April, 1996 
At this rime I do not wish for my daughter to participate in the research study of adolescents being conducted by 
Iowa State University. I have read the attached letter that states that, upon request, I would have access to any 
results of the study, that participation is completely voluntary, that all information gathered will be held stricdy 
confidential, and that my daughter could withdraw from the study at any time. 
Parent's authorized signature 
Date: / / 
Month Day Year 
Witness for I.S.U.: 
Interviewer's signature 
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Dear Prospective Participants, 
We are inviting you to participate in a study of the personal and family concerns of teenage 
girls. Both parenting and nonpregnant girls will be participating in this study. The 
questionnaire we are using will provide us with information about your background and 
views of yourself and your family. Only you can provide this very important information that 
will help us understand how personal circumstances influence teenagers' lives. The 
questionnaire is a paper/pencil format that will take about one hour to complete. You will 
receive $5.00 upon completion of the questionnaire. 
We will be giving the questionnaire at a time arranged with your school and we will be 
available to answer any questions you might have. All information provided will be kept 
stricdy confidential and your name will not be attached to any of the completed 
questionnaires. Rather than using your names, we will be using a letter-number combination 
code to keep track of who has filled out the questionnaire. Your participation is completely 
voluntary and you are free to withdraw from the project at any point should you wish to do 
so. 
Your cooperation in this project is vital to its success and will be greatly appreciated. Upon 
request, a copy of the results will be made available to you, when the research is complete. 
If you have any questions about the study before the questionnaires are administered, please 
do not hesitate to contact us. You can reach Kristin at 824-5915. 
Sincerely, 
Kristin Stainer, M.S. 
Graduate smdent, Iowa State University 
Dahlia Stockdale, Ph.D. 
Major E^ofessor 
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Participant ID Code ADOLESCENT RESEARCH 
Iowa State University 
April. 1996 
I agree to participate in the research study of adolescents being conducted by Iowa State University. I have read 
the attached letter and understand that my participation in this study is completely voluntary, that all information 
gathered will be held strictly confidential, that I can with draw from the study at any time and that I will receive 
55.00 upon completing the questionnaire. I have been promised access to any results of the study, upon request. 
Student's signature 
Date; / / 
Month Day Year 
Wimess for I.S.U.: 
Interviewer's signature 
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APPENDIX B 
PREGNANT/NONPREGNANT ADOLESCENT'S PARENT PERCEPTION. SELF-
ESTEEM, AND LOCUS OF CONTROL INVENTORY 
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Participant ID Code. 
Adolescent Personal and Social Inventory 
Section I. 
I. Your age at last birthday: 
2. What is your year in school? (By credits) 
7th grade 8th grade 9th grade 
10th grade 11th grade 12th grade 
3. What is your marital status? 
single married divorced separated 
4. What is your race or ethnic background? 
white Hispanic black 
oriental native America 
other (please state); 
5. What grade do you receive most often? (circle one): A B C D F 
6. How would you rate your school attendance on the average for the past year? 
Came almost everyday Missed 3 days a week 
Missed a day a week Hardly ever came 
Missed 2 days a week 
7. Do you have a job? yes no 
(If yes, how many hours do your work per week? 
What is your present job title? 
8. What do you see yourself doing in 5 years? (circle one) 
A. In high school 
B. Homemaker 
C. Working 
D. In college 
E. College graduate 
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9. Have you ever had sexual intercourse? (circle one) yes no 
10. If yes, at what age did you first have sex? 
11. At what age did you last have sex? 
12. Have you had sexual intercourse during the last yes no 
month? 
13. Have you given birth to a child? (circle one) yes no 
14. Are you a parent now? yes no 
15. If you do have any children, what are their ages? 
16. Are you currently pregnant? yes no 
If you answered yes, approximately how many weeks pregnant are you? 
17. What is your religious preference? 
Protestant Roman Catholic Jewish 
Unitarian Greek Orthodox None 
Other (please state): 
18. How often do you practice religion? 
Never Rarely Sometimes Often 
19. What is your relationship with your birth (biological) mother? 
never see her 
see her only once or twice a year 
see her several times a year (once a month) 
see her every week 
live with her 
20. What is your relationship with your birth (biological father? 
never see him 
see him only once or twice a year 
see him several times a year (once a month) 
see him every week 
live with him 
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21. Who do you consider to be most like a 'father' to you? 
biological father grandfather neighbor 
adoptive father other relative teacher 
step father Other 
Mother's boyfriend (specify who) (please specify) 
22. Does this 'father'(selected above) live in your home? yes no 
23. Who do you consider to be most like a 'mother' to you? 
biological mother grandmother neighbor 
adoptive mother other relative teacher 
step mother Other 
Father's girlfriend (specify who) (please specify) 
24. Does the 'mother'(selected above) live in your home? yes no 
For the following sections, answer the questions as they apply to the persons you 
identified to be most like your 'mother' and your 'father' in the questions 
above. 
25. What is the current marital stams of your 'mother'? 
Single married separated 
divorced remarried deceased 
26. What is the current marital status of your 'father'? 
Single married separated 
divorced remarried deceased 
27. Check the highest level of education completed by: 
You Your 'Father' Your 'Mother' 
Grade school 
Junior high school 
Some high school 
High school graduate 
Some college or technical school 
College graduate 
Graduate or professional degree 
28. Your 'mother's' job title or occupation: 
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29. Your 'father's' job title or occupation: 
30. What is your current living situation, who do you live with? 
stepmother & father mother & mother's boyfiiend 
stepfather & mother 
both parents father & father's girlfriend 
other relative mother only 
alone father only 
girLfriend other (specify) 
boyfiiend 
31. List all brothers and sisters from oldest to youngest, include your self: 
example: brother 14-years-old 
sister 13-years-old 
myself 12-years-old 
brother or sister age 
32. To what extent did anyone in your family (parents, sisters, brothers, cousins, aunts, uncles or 
grandparents) make sexual advances to you that made you feel uncomfortable? 
Never 
Once 
Sometimes 
Often 
Very often 
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33. Did you grow up with two parents in the home? yes no 
If you answered 'yes* to question, please answer ±e following: 
Were your parents married? yes no 
Are your parents still together? yes no 
Are they both your biological parents? yes no 
In your opinion, did they seem to be happy together? yes no 
If you answered 'no' to the question, please answer the following: 
Which parent did you live with when you grew up? 
Do you ever remember your parents together? yes no 
How old were you when they split up or were divorced? 
How often did you see the parent you did not Uve with? 
Never 
Once or twice a year 
Every few months 
Every week or every other week 
Almost every day 
34. Of those listed below, which person gives you the most suppon (other than your parents), 
(check only one). 
boyfriend teacher best friend 
grandfather sister brother 
grandmother other (tell who) 
35. Rank the following three people in the order of overall support they give you. Put a ' T by 
the person who gives you the most support, '2' for the second person and '3' for the third. 
Mother 
Father 
(fill in the person you chose in the 
previous question) 
36. Did either of your parents abuse alcohol or drugs? yes no 
Adapted from Crase & Stockdale (1989) 
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Father Inventory 
Section EE: Using the person you identified in question 21 of the previous section (the 
individual that was most like a 'father' to you), we would like you to describe some of the 
experiences you have had growing up with him. Please read each statement on the 
following pages and check the column that most closely describes the way your * FATHER' 
acts toward you. BE SURE TO MARK EACH ANSWER FOR YOUR 'FATHER' (the 
'father' you identified above). 
Not 
Like 
Some­
what 
Like 
A Lot 
Like 
1. My father is a person who makes me feel better after talking over 
my worries with me. 
2. My father is a person who tells me of all the things he has done for 
me 
3. My father is a person who believes in having a lot of rules and 
sticking with them. 
4. My father is a person who smiles at me very often 
5. My father is a person who says, if I really cared for him, I would 
not do things that cause him to worry. 
6. My father is a person who insists that I must do exactly as I am 
told. 
7. My father is a person who is able to make feel better when I am 
upset. 
8. My father is a person who is always telling me how I should 
behave. 
9. My father is a person who is very strict with me 
10. My father is a person who enjoys doing things with me. 
11. My father is a person who would like to be able to tell me what to 
do all the time 
12. My father is a person who gives me hard punishment. 
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Father Inventory (Continued) 
Not 
Like 
Some­
what 
Like 
A Lot 
Like 
13. My father is a person who cheers me up when I am sad. 
14. My father is a person who wants to control whatever I do. 
15. My father is a person who is easy with me. 
16. My father is a person who gives me a lot of care and attention. 
17. My father is a person who is always trying to change me 
18. My father is a person who lets me off easy when I do something 
wrong. 
19. My father is a person who makes me feel like the most important 
person in his life. 
20. My father is a person who only keeps rules when it suits him. 
21. My father is a person who gives me as much freedom as I want. 
22. My father is a person who believes in showing his love for me. 
23. My father is a person who is less friendly. 
24. My father is a person who lets me go any place I please without 
asking. 
25. My father is a person who will avoid looking at me when I have 
disappointed him. 
26. My father is a person who lets me go out any evening I want 
27. My father is a person who is easy to talk to. 
28. My father is a person who if I have hurt his feelings, stops talking 
to me until I please him again. 
29. My father is a person who lets me do anything I like to do. 
30. My father is a person who often praises me. 
Schludermann, 1988 
31. In the above section, please identify again the person you were rating as your father (i.e., 
biological father, grandfather, uncle, mother's boyfiriend, etc.). 
32. If you are now a parent, rate how your relationship with your father has changed since the 
baby arrived, (circle one) 
1 2 3 4 5 
Much Somewhat Has not Somewhat Much better 
Worse worse changed better 
82 
Mother Inventory 
Section HI: Using the person you identified in question 21 of the previous section (the 
individual that was most like a 'mother' to your), we would like you to describe some of the 
experiences you have had growing up with her. Please read each statement on the 
foUowing pages and check the column that most closely describes the way your 
'MOTHER' acts toward you. BE SURE TO MARK EACH ANSWER FOR YOUR 
'•MOTHER' (the 'mother' you identified above). 
Not 
Like 
Some­
what 
Like 
A Lot 
Like 
1. My mother is a person who makes me feel better after talking over 
my worries with me. 
2. My mother is a person who tells me of all the things he has done 
forme 
3. My mother is a person who believes in having a lot of rules and 
sticking with them. 
4. My mother is a person who smiles at me very often 
5. My mother is a person who says, if I really cared for her, I would 
not do things that cause her to worry. 
6. My mother is a person who insists that I must do exactly as I am 
told. 
7. My mother is a person who is able to make feel better when I am 
upset. 
8. My mother is a person who is always telling me how I should 
behave. 
9. My mother is a person who is very strict with me 
10. My mother is a person who enjoys doing things with me. 
11. My mother is a person who would like to be able to tell me what to 
do aU the time 
12. My mother is a person who gives me hard punishment. 
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Mother Inventory (Continued) 
Not 
Like 
Some­
what 
Like 
A Lot 
Like 
13. My mother is a person who cheers me up when I am sad. 
14. My mother is a person who wants to control whatever I do. 
15. My mother is a person who is easy with me. 
16. My mother is a person who gives me a lot of care and attention. 
17. My mother is a person who is always trying to change me 
18. My mother is a person who lets me off easy when I do something 
wrong. 
19. My mother is a person who makes me feel like the most important 
person in her life. 
20. My mother is a person who only keeps rules when it suits her. 
21. My mother is a person who gives me as much freedom as I want. 
22. My mother is a person who believes in showing her love for me. 
23. My mother is a person who is less friendly. 
24. My mother is a person who lets me go any place I please without 
asking. 
25. My mother is a person who will avoid looking at me when I have 
disappointed her. 
26. My mother is a person who lets me go out any evening I want 
27. My mother is a person who is easy to talk to. 
28. My mother is a person who if I have hurt her feelings, stops talking 
to me until I please her again. 
29. My mother is a person who lets me do anything I like to do. 
30. My mother is a person who often praises me. 
Schludermann, 1988 
31. In the above section, please identify again the person you were rating as your mother (i.e., 
biological mother, grandmother, aunt, father's girlfiriend, etc.). 
32. If you are now a parent, rate how your relationship with your mother has changed since the 
baby arrived, (circle one) 
1 2 3 4 5 
Much Somewhat Has not Somewhat Much better 
Worse worse changed better 
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Section FV. Please indicate the degree to which you agree or disagree with each of the 
following statements by choosing one of the answers listed below: 
1. Strongly disagree 
2. Disagree 
3. Agree 
4. Strongly agree 
1. On the whole, I am satisfied with myself. 
2. At times I think I am no good at all. 
3. I feel that I have a number of good qualities. 
4. I am able to do things as well as most other people. 
5. I feel I do not have much to be proud of. 
6. I certainly feel useless at times. 
7. I feel that I am person of worth, at least on an equal plane with others. 
8. I wish I could have more respect for myself. 
9. All in all, I am inclined to feel that I am a failure. 
10. I take a positive attimde toward myself. 
Rosenberg, J. (1965) 
Section V: Please indicate the degree to which you agree or disagree with each of the 
following statements by choosing one of the answers listed below: 
1. Strongly disagree 
2. Disagree somewhat 
3. Slightly disagree 
4. Slightly agree 
5. Agree somewhat 
6. Strongly agree 
1. When I make plans, I am almost certain to make them work. 
2. When I get what I want, it's usually because I worked hard for it. 
3. My life is determined by my own actions. 
4. To a great extent, my life is controlled by accidental happenings. 
5. When I get what I want, it's actually because I am lucky. 
6. I have often found that what is going to happen will happen. 
7. People like myself have very little chance of protecting our personal interests where 
they conflict with those of strong pressure groups. 
8. My life is chiefly controlled by powerful others. 
9. Getting what I want requires pleasing those people above me. 
Sapp and Harrod (1993). 
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APPENDIX C 
CORRELATIONS AMONG SELECTED VARIABLES FOR NONPARENTING TEENS 
ONLY 
Table 8. Correlations among selected variables for nonparents only 
1 2 3 4 5 
1 Age I.OO 
2 CPA .03 1.00 
3 Aspirations .17 -.12 1.00 
4 Race -.05 .10 .06 1.00 
5 Age of first intercourse .21 .13 -.14 .20 1.00 
6 Religion practice .11 -.18 .32 .09 -.31 
7 Religion preference .25 -.17 .32- .04 -.19 
8 Relationship with biological mother .05 -.10 .10 -.29 -.12 
9 Relationship with biological father -.11 .14 -.10 - 22 .10 
10 Mother's marital status .08 -.06 -.09 -.34* .20 
11 Father's marital status -.04 -.25 .03 .03 .24 
12 Mother's education -.32* -.26 02 -.16 -.30 
13 Father's education -.22 -.34* .19 .05 -.23 
14 Father figure live at home .11 -.01 .07 .23 -.15 
15 Mother figure live at home -.22 .39» -.10 .09 -.03 
16 Sex abuse experience .05 .09 .25 -.12 -.49*"' 
17 Two parent family -.08 -.15 -.09 -.09 .36* 
Yes: a Parents still together .07 -.09 -.29 .18 .07 
b Parents biological -.17 -.06 -.09 -.42 -.05 
c Believe parents are happy .07 -.13 .23 -.16 -.23 
No d Parent raised by -.01 -.17 -.41 -.23 .00 
e Remember parents together .21 .32 .16 .16 .08 
f Age at divorce .53 .20 .00 ,10 .46 
g Time spent with parent not in home .19 .55* .27 .10 .16 
25 Person giving most support .10 -.01 .06 -.10 -.06 
26 Dad support .09 -.23 .05 -.07 .19 
27 Mom support .16 .19 -.10 -.15 .08 
28 Other support -.29 -.02 -.05 .18 -.23 
29 Parents abuse alcohol .01 .13 -.13 .23 -.13 
30 Self esteem .21 -.34* .12 .03 .23 
31 Locus Factor t Intemeil -.05 -.31 .07 .09 .04 
32 Lxxnis Factor IL Glance -.03 .17 .37* -.31* -.21 
33 Locus Factor IIL Powerful others -.41 .07 .29 -.06 -.26 
34 Parenting Mom Factor I: Acceptance 08 .15 .04 -.00 -.12 
35 Parenting Mom Factor Dt Psych, control -.04 .13 .31 -.04 .07 
36 Parenting Mom Factor nt Lax control -.16 .11 -.11 -.08 .35* 
37 Parenting Dad Faaor t Acceptance .02 .14 -.02 .09 .16 
38 Parenting Dad Factor IL Psych, control -.24 .11 .11 -.01 -.34» 
39 Parenting Dad Factor IE: Lax Control -.31 .02 .03 .15 .09 
Mean 17.93 2.20 4.02 1.51 14.73 
Standard Deviation 1.03 .60 .79 1.40 1.37 
N 41 41 41 41 41 
Note. Some cells are empty as correlations were unable to be computed due to the specific response to variable #17. 
*2<.05 **»E<.001 **»*E<.0001 
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Table 8 (Continued) 
6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 14 
1.00 
1.00 
.01 .05 1.00 
-.15 -.11 .28 1.00 
-.14 .06 .02 .50*** 1.00 
.02 -.05 .15**''* .36* 1.00 
.12 -.17 -.14 .15 1.00 
-.03 .04 -.04 -.11 .04 .27 1.00 
.18 -.03 -.60*" -.58*** -.11 .12 -.03**''* 1.00 
.01 -.15 -.26 -.03 -.26 -.29 .12 -.17 .36» 
.16 .03 .22 -.30 -.22 .01 .16 .07 .18 
-.17 -.08 .11 .37- .41" .61*»* .10 .14 -.53*''* 
-.20 .10 -.19 .54** .50* -.34 .01 -.39 
-.17 .01 .81"* .11 -.24 -.10 -.04 
.32 .33 .14 .39 .16 -.44* .09 -.39 
.46 .28 -.28 -.16 .39 .34 .35 -.32 .23 
.00 .13 .06 .22 -.24 -.15 -.13 
- 22 .20 -.02 .16 .18 -.04 -.31 -.07 -.39 
-.14 -.28 -.37 91«. .24 .05 -.39 -.19 -.38 
.19 .13 .13 .02 .03 .16 .03 .00 -.03 
-.05 .03 -.12 .30 .41" .26 -.05 .13 -.27 
.02 .07 .09 -.28 .08 -.13 .14 -.07 .14 
.03 -.16 .07 .08 -.21 -.05 -.15 -.13 .01 
.00 -.18 -.22 -.32" -.46** -.19 -.11 -.12 .41 •• 
-.11 .29 .17 -.10 -.03 .25 -.14 .13 -.00 
.02 .10 -.08 -.11 - 19 .29 -.05 .11 .15 
-.16 -.07 -.06 -.01 .07 -.18 .04 -.12 -.00 
.07 -.08 .03 .00 -.11 -.13 .18 .01 .14 
.19 .27 -.01 -.13 -.21 -.20 -.03 -.14 .03 
.05 -.04 -.08 .04 .18 .21 .05 -.14 -.00 
.05 -.01 -.16 .23 .30 .16 .03 -.16 -.09 
-.07 .14 -.11 .16 .21 .03 -.28 -.01 -.14 
.05 -.11 -.02 -.01 -.05 .13 .04 -.11 -.02 
.06 .06 -.17 -.15 00 .20 .17 -.02 .06 
2.15 3.83 4.37 3.39 2.88 2.54 4.59 5.18 1.39 
1.01 2.56 1.24 1.72 1.33 1.19 1.07 1.28 .49 
41 41 41 41 41 41 41 41 41 
*g<.05 
Table 8 (Continued) 
15 16 17 18 19 20 21 n 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 1.00 
16 -.21 1.00 
17 -.41** -.09 1.00 
18 -.27 -.55** 1.00 
19 .16 -.46* .31 1.00 
20 -.26 -.17 .39 .31 1.00 
21 .03 -.23 1.00 
22 .00 .05 .03 1.00 
23 .04 -.14 -.08 .11* 
24 .24 -.24 -.17 .43 
25 .04 .33* .16 -.39 -.06 .11 -.18 .48 
26 -.09 -.21 .37* .38 .05 .38 -.34 -.40 
27 .01 .20 -.04 .43 -.24 -.32 .14 .08 
28 .02 .06 -.21 .02 .17 .06 .07 .18 
29 .16 .09 -.33* .13 -.01 .15 .23 .00 
30 -.18 -.15 .20 .05 .11 .16 -.13 .11 
31 -.13 .06 .14 .02 -.02 .14 - 22 -.40 
32 .08 .05 -.19 .05 .03 -.04 .15 -.30 
33 .05 .19 -.12 -.25 .08 .02 .00 -.11 
34 .14 .04 -.04 -.17 -.09 .22 .05 .24 
35 -.01 .20 .10 -.17 -.12 -.22 -.28 -.23 
36 .17 -.21 .05 .09 .18 .02 .20 -.09 
37 .04 -.32* .19 .21 .04 .58— .35 .33 
38 -.12 .39* -.08 .05 -.06 -.06 -.24 -.32 
39 .12 .00 -.09 .28 -.06 -.29 .07 -.34 
Mean 1.39 1.46 1.40 1.17 1.22 1.18 1.85 1.5 
SD .49 1.05 .50 .39 .42 .40 .38 .52 
N 41 41 41 41 41 41 41 41 
•E<05 ••E<OI •••b<-OOI •2<0001 
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Table 8 (Continued) 
23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 
1.00 
.33 1.00 
.34 .22 1.00 
-.30 .07 .10 1.00 
.40 -.15 -.08 -.36 1.00 
-.25 .11 .02 -.38* -.64 1.00 
.09 -.42 -.13 -.50*** .02 .33* 1.00 
.12 -.26 -.10 .27 .13 -.23 -.24 l.OO 
-.06 -.32 -.18 .18 .18 -.22 .15 .39* 1.00 
-.09 -.33 .16 -.20 .02 .15 .33* -.35* .01 
-.49 .05 -.10 -.26 -.01 .27 .20 -.32* .01 
.29 .02 -.08 -.17 .62**** -.41** .01 .25 .31* 
-.26 .05 26 19 -.27 .06 -.01 -.29 -.06 
.08 .17 .04 .45 -.28 -.02 -.26 -.04 .11 
.28 .26 -.00 .44 -.19 -.10 -.13 .25 .06 
-.52 -.08 .11 -.21 -.02 .17 .21 -.31* .05 
-.33 -.37 -.26 -.02 .05 .04 .04 .13 .20 
.10 .10 -.10 -.07 .15 .18 .23 .03 .09 
5.00 3.06 3.63 2.39 1.71 1.83 1.44 26.15 14.83 
4.73 1.34 2.36 .70 .81 .78 .50 1.9 2.3 
41 41 41 41 41 41 41 41 41 
•2<-05 «*g<.OI ****2<-0001 
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Table 8 (Continued) 
32 33 34 35 36 37 38 ^ 
1 
2 
3 
A 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
30 
31 
32 1.00 
33 .12 1.00 
34 -.01 1.00 
35 .26 40*-' -.51"* LOO 
36 .02 .11 -.36* .45** 1.00 
37 -.16 .08 .22 -.08 .34* 1.00 
38 .31* .39* -.18 56«»«» -.04 -.35* 1.00 
39 .02 .26 -.10 .32- .30 -.13 .53*** 1.00 
Mean 9.45 7.05 24.05 14.95 18.41 20.32 14.78 18.75 
SD 2.6 3.72 6.4 4.9 5.0 6.2 4.8 5.1 
N 41 41 41 41 41 41 41 41 
*2<.05 •••e<.ooi 
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APPENDIX D 
CORRELATIONS AMONG SELECTED VARIABLES FOR PARENTING TEENS ONLY 
Table 9. Correlations among selected variables for parents only 
I 2 3 4 5 
I Age 1.00 
2 CPA .07 1.00 
3 Goal -.21 .14 1.00 
4 Race .30* ,24 -.17 1.00 
S Age of first intercourse .40** -.17 -.23 .19 1.00 
6 Religion practice -.18 -.11 -.03 -.09 -.03 
7 Religion preference .25 -.08 .32 -.16 .19 
8 Relationship with biological mother -.07 .23 .03 -.15 -.16 
9 Relationship with biological father .05 -.03 -.04 -.19* -.06 
10 Mother's marital status -.01 -.26 -.09 -.01 .32* 
11 Father's marital status .02 -.19 .05 -.10 .16 
12 Mother's education -.03 -.35- -.12 -.15 .17 
13 Father's education -.32* -.29* -.11 -.26 .02 
14 Father figure live at home .19 .26 .04 .15 -.06 
15 Mother figure live at home .26 -.07 .05 .07 -.09 
16 Sex abuse experience .03 .20 -.12 -.04 .01 
17 Two parent family .13 -.35** -.11 .06 .24 
18 Parents still together -.10 -.30 .04 -.11 22 
19 Parents biological .20 .09 -.10 -.23 -.10 
20 Believe parents are happy -.18 .00 .02 -.12 .18 
21 Parent raised by .01 .22 .19 -.24 -.28 
22 Remember parents together -.14 -.06 -.15 -.05 -.19 
23 Age at divorce -.50 .22 -.19 -.50 -.28 
24 Time spent with parent not in home .00 .24 -.03 .44 -.32 
25 Person giving most support .18 -.03 -.08 .14 .17 
26 Dad support -.04 .02 -.26 -.31* .03 
27 Mom support -.30* .06 .09 -.09 -.17 
28 Other support .30* -.02 .02 .32* .12 
29 Parents abuse alcohol .07 .05 -.11 .03 -.15 
30 Total self esteem -.14 -.17 .30* -.01 -.06 
31 Locus of control: Faaor I -.09 -.38" -.05 -.10 -.03 
32 Locus of control; Factor Q .16 .15 -.14 .05 -.13 
33 Locus of control: Faaor III -.05 -.04 .01 .14 .05 
34 Schluderman's: Mom Factor [ -.11 .12 .11 .05 -.05 
35 Schluderman's: Mom Factor n .24 .24 -.23 .29* .08 
36 Schluderman's; Mom Factor IH -.01 -.04 -.11 .17 .19 
37 Schluderman's: Dad Factor I .08 11 -.04 -.07 .12 
38 Schluderman's Dad Factor Q -.11 .08 -.04 .01 -.07 
39 Schluderman's Dad Faaor HI -.26 -.15 -.15 -.23 -.07 
Mean 17.11 2.19 3.90 2.39 16.93 
Standard Deviation 1.21 .70 .87 1.73 1.33 
N 55 55 55 55 55 
Note. Some cells are empty as correlations were unable to be computed due to the specific response to variable #17. 
•2<.05 »»B<.01 •**2<-001 ••*»E<-0001 
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Table 9 (Continued) 
6 7 8 9 10 II 12 13 14 
1.00 
1.00 
-.08 -.01 1.00 
.05 .02 .36** 1.00 
.21 .25 -.11 .25 1.00 
.26 .28» -.10 .28* .88*** 1.00 
.06 .18 -.27 .09 .16 .25 1.00 
.08 -.00 -.14 .05 .21 .17 .39** 1.00 
.15 -.20 .10 -.25 -.72**** -.66**** -.32* -.38** 1.00 
-.13 -.04 -.36** -.21 -.33* -.29* -.12 -.25 .46*** 
.14 .15 .03 .12 .04 .07 .00 -.07 -.16 
.05 .06 -.13 44««. .46*** .28* .16 .14 -.39** 
.19 .06 -.25 .06 .16**** .82**** .33 .31 
-.16 -.14 .65**** -.14 -.18 -.24 -.21 .19 
.24 -.16 -.10 .20 6i«" .68**** .12 .27 -.45** 
.06 .13 .15 .64* -.12 .37 -.14 -.09 .12 
40 .05 -.46 .15 00 .03 -.36 -.06 -.08 
.06 -.41 .56 .41 -.02 -.15 -11* .04 -.08 
.05 -.30 -.38 .57* -.33 -.17 -.20 -.13 .33 
-.24 -.10 -.17 -.01 .31* .38** .05 .13 -.20 
.29* .17 -.28 .19 .14 .16 .12 .20 -.29* 
-.04 -.07 .18 -.21 -.04 -.10 .03 .23 -.01 
-.12 .16 -.07 -.00 -.07 -.03 -.12 -.38** .20 
.18 -.09 .01 -.23 .08 .04 -.09 -.14 -.03 
.11 .09 .13 -.11 .01 .11 -.02 .02 .00 
-.20* -.05 -.05 .01 .10 .17 .17 .24 -.18 
-.10 -.05 .07 .04 -.02 -.08 -.06 -.05 .07 
.08 -.18 -.19 -.11 .09 -.00 -.04 .06 -.07 
.07 -.14 .07 -.08 -.04 -.03 -.09 .04 -.04 
-.23 -.01 -.15 -.11 -.06 -.13 -.17 -.14 .15 
-09 .06 -.26 .03 .21 .17 .10 .22 -.13 
.17 -.27 .09 .05 -.05 - 0 1  -.03 -.04 .03 
.13 .07 .02 .15 -.14 -.16 -.02 -.04 -.01 
.09 -.07 -.09 .28* .08 .07 -.06 .03 -.10 
2.56 3.07 4.15 2.87 2.54 2.40 4.75 4.56 1.49 
1.09 2.52 1.37 1.66 1.32 1.26 1.07 1.22 .51 
55 55 55 55 55 55 55 55 55 
Table 9 (Continued) 
15 16 17 18 19 20 21 U 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 1.00 
16 .05 1.00 
17 -.12 -.06 1.00 
18 -.23 .25 1.00 
19 -.04 .17 -.32 1.00 
20 -.30 .29 .10**** -.02 1.00 
21 .29 .20 1.00 
22 .25 .38 .38 1.00 
23 -.17 .06 .69* .61 
24 .21 .22 .30 .42 
25 -.10 -.02 .04 .44** -.26 .38* -.24 .03 
26 .12 .36* .15 .11 .03 .20 .27 .26 
27 -.21 .04 -.27 -.03 .12 .23 -89«»»» -.19 
28 .11 .06 .07 -.10 -.13 -.28 .42 .27 
29 .09 .16 -.12 .01 -.14 -.04 -.25 .25 
30 .03 -.05 -.19 .18 -.03 .17 .50 .01 
31 -.20 -.20 .05 .29 -.29 .06 .29 .04 
32 -.05 -.11* -.13 -.18 .35* .06 -.26 -.12 
33 -.02 .05 .09 .07 -.01 .27 -.35 .28 
34 -.12 -.10 -.10 .02 .11 .28 -.56* -.13 
35 .05 .03 .01 -.03 -.26 -.27 .32 .14 
36 -.13 -.19 .!6 32 -.33* -.04 -.18 47 
37 -.17 -.14 .02 .12 .09 .26 .18 -.13 
38 .01 .26 -.09 -.07 .15 -.01 -.21 .09 
39 .04 .35* .06 .17 .12 .03 .10 .54 
1.33 1.29 1.31 1.10 1.27 1.33 1.93 1.71 
.47 .66 .47 .31 .45 .48 .26 .47 
55 55 55 55 55 55 55 55 
*2<-05 »*E<.01 •»»E<.(K)1 •***B<-0001 
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Table 9 (Continued) 
23 24 25 26 27 28 29 30 31 
.31 1.00 
-.49 .42 1.00 
.64 -.19 -.07 1.00 
-.73* -.23 .02 .26 1.00 
.38 .53* .02 .44*.. -.66»*** 1.00 
-.43 -.24 -.16 -.05 .04 .12 1.00 
16 .27 .11 -.14 .06 -.04 .00 1.00 
.25 .22 .18 .05 -.26 .18 .07 .56***'' 1.00 
-.47 -.07 .01 .13 .14 -.19 .11 -.32* -.21 
-.09 -.19 -.14 -.15 -.02 .22 -.01 -.39** 
-.42 .03 .11 -01 47**» -.45*** -.08 .20 .00 
.58 .10 -.03 .10 -.43*» .41** -.02 -.28* -.05 
.20 .12 .23 .17 -.15 .05 -.14 - 22 .13 
.20 .01 .10 .16 .02 -.20 -.17 .07 .33* 
.38 .07 -.10 -.00 -.20 .26 .02 -.27 -.28* 
.47 .17 -.13 .20 -.14 .15 .05 -.21 .01 
4.40 2.53 3.46 2.49 1.61 1.79 1.67 25.51 14.82 
3.34 1.38 2.72 .65 .75 .80 .47 2.8 2.5 
55 55 55 55 55 55. 55 55 55 
Table 9 (Continued) 
32 33 34 35 36 37 38 ^ 
1 
2 
3 
4 
5 
6 
7 
8 
9 
10 
11 
12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 
18 
19 
20 
21 
22 
23 
24 
25 
26 
27 
28 
29 
JU 
31 
32 1.00 
33 .17 1.00 
34 .04 -.02 1.00 
35 .15 .17 -.42** 1.00 
36 -.08 11 -06 .36"* 1.00 
37 .10 -.18 .39*» -.23 .02 1.00 
38 .06 .33* -.04 .22 -.08 -.47*** 1.00 
39 -.29* .15 -.34* .04 .14 -.33* .43**"' 1.00 
Mean 10.25 7.27 23.6 17.05 18.49 20.08 15.73 19.33 
SD 3.0 3.6 5.6 4.6 5.1 5.6 4.5 4.6 
N 55 55 55 55 55 55 55 55 
*E<.05 ***E<.001 ••••2<.000l 
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APPENDIX E 
CODING MAP FOR QUESTIONNAIRE 
98 
CODING MAP FOR QUESTIONNAIRE 
Variable Col Description Values 
IDI 
CARD I 
TYPE 
AGE 
GRADE 
MS 
RACE 
GPA 
SCATTEND 
JOB 
JOBHRS 
JOBTTTLE 
GOAL 
SEX 
SEXAGEl 
SEXMONTH 
BIRTH 
PARENT 
KIDIAGE 
1-2 ED NUMBER 
3-4 CARD NUMBER 
5-6 PARENTING/NONPARENTING 
7-8 AGE AT LAST BDAY 
9 YEAR IN SCHOOL 
10 MARITAL STATUS 
11 RACE 
12 GRADE RECEIVED MOST OFTEN 
13 SCHOOL ATTENDANCE 
14 HAS JOB OR NOT 
15-16 HOURS WORK PER VvTEK 
17-18 JOBTTTLE 
19 WHAT DOING IN 5 YEARS 
20 EVER HAD SEX 
21 -22 AGE FIRST HAD SEX 
SXAGELST 23-24 AGE LAST HAD SEX 
25 HAD SEX IN PAST MONTH 
26 EVER GAVE BIRTH 
27 PARENT NOW 
28-29 AGE OF CHILD 1 
NP=01 
CP=00 
AGE IN YEARS 
MISSING=99 
7-12 
MISSING=9 
SINGLE=I 
MARRIED=2 
DIVORCED=3 
SEPARATED=4 
MISSING=9 
WHrrE=I 
HISPANIC=2 
BLACK=3 
0RIENTAL=4 
NATIVE AMER.=5 
0THER=6 
MISSING=9 
A=1 B=2 C=3 
D=4 E=5 ^nSSING=9 
ALMOST EVERYDAY=1 
MISSED I DAYAVEEK=2 
MISSED 2 DAYSAVEEK=3 
MISSED 3 DAYS/WEEK=4 
HARDLY EVER CAME=5 
MISSING=9 
YES=1 N0=2 MISSING=9 
ACTUAL HOURS 
MISSING=99 
MISSING=99 
IN HIGH SCH00L=1 
H0MEMAKER=2 
W0RKING=3 
IN COLLEGE=4 
COLLEGE GRAD=5 
MISSING=9 
YES=l NO=2 MISSING=9 
ACTUAL AGE 
MISSING=99 
ACTUAL AGE 
MISSING=99 
YES=1 N0=2 MISSING=9 
YES=l N0=2 MISSING=:9 
YES=1 N0=2 MISSING=9 
ACTUAL AGE 
MISSING=99 
99 
KID2AGE 30-31 AGE0FCHILD2 
KID3AGE 32-33 AGE0FCHILD3 
KID4AGE 34-35 AGE0FCHILD4 
NOWPG 36 CURRENTLY PREGNANT 
WEEKSPG 37-38 HOW MANY WEEKS PREGNANT 
RELPREF 39 RELIGIOUS PREFERENCE 
RELPRAC 40 HOW OFTEN PRACTICE REUGION 
MOMREL 41 RELAHONSHIP WITH BIO-MOTHER 
DADREL 42 RELATIONSHIP WITH BIO-FATHER 
DADHGUR 43-44 WHO IS "FATHER" HGURE 
DADFIGLV 45 DOES FATHER FIGURE LIVE IN HOME 
ACTUAL AGE 
MISSING=99 
ACTUAL AGE 
MISSING=99 
ACTUAL AGE 
MISSING=99 
YES=I N0=2 MISSING=9 
NUMBER OF WEEKS 
MISSING=99 
PROTESTANT=I 
CATH0LIC=2 
JEWISH=3 
UNITARLSLN=4 
GREEK ORTHODOX=5 
N0NE=6 
0THER=7 
MISSING=9 
NEVER=I 
RARELY=2 
SOMETIME=3 
0FTEN=4 
MISSING=9 
NEVER SEE HER=L 
ONCEHWICE A YEAR=2 
ONCE A M0NTH=3 
EVERY WEEK=4 
LIVE WITH HER=5 
MISSING=9 
NEVER SEE HER=1 
ONCEAWICE A YEAR=2 
ONCE A M0NTH=3 
EVERY WEEK=4 
LIVE WITH HER=5 
MISSING=9 
BIO FATHER=01 
ADOPTIVE FATHER=02 
STEPFATHER=03 
MOM'S BOYFRIEND=04 
GRANDFATHER=05 
OTHER RELATIVE=06 
NHGHBOR=07 
TEACHER=08 
OTHER=09 
MISSING=99 
YES=1 N0=2 MISSING=9 
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MOMHGUR 46-47 WHO IS "MOTHER" HGURE 
MOMFGLV 48 DOES MOTHER FIGURE LIVE IN HOME 
MOMMS 49 MARITAL STATUS OF MOTHER 
DADMS 50 MARITAL STATUS OF FATHER 
TEENED 51 TEENS HIGHEST LEVEL OF ED 
DADED 52 DADS HIGHEST LEVEL OF ED 
MOMED 53 MOMS HIGHEST LEVEL OF ED 
MOMJOB 54-55 MOMS JOB TITLE 
DADJOB 56-57 DADS JOB TITLE 
BIO MOTHER=01 
ADOPTIVE MOTHER=02 
STEPMOTHER=03 
DAD'S GIRLFRIEND=04 
GRANDMOTHER=05 
OTHER RELATIVE=06 
NEIGHBOR=07 
TEACHER=08 
OTHER=09 
MISSING=99 
YES=1 NO=2 MISSING=9 
SINGLE=l 
MARRIED=2 
SEPARATED=3 
DIV0RCED=4 
REMARRIED=5 
DECEASED=6 
MISSING=9 
SINGLE=1 
MARRIED=2 
SEPARATED=3 
DIV0RCED=4 
REMARRIED=5 
DECEASED=6 
MISSING=9 
GRADE SCHOOL=l 
JUNIOR HIGH=2 
SOME HIGH SCHOOL=3 
HIGH SCHOOL GRAD=4 
SOME C0LLEGE=5 
COLLEGE GRAD=6 
GRAD/PROF DEGREE=7 
MISSING=9 
GRADESCHOOL=l 
JUNIOR fflGH=2 
SOME HIGH SCH00L=3 
HIGH SCHOOL GRAD=4 
SOME C0LLEGE=5 
COLLEGE GRAD=6 
GRAD/PROF DEGREE=7 
MISSING=9 
GRADESCH00L=1 
JUNIOR HIGH=2 
SOME HIGH SCHOOL=3 
HIGH SCHOOL GRAD=4 
SOME C0LLEGE=5 
COLLEGE GRAD=6 
GRAD/PROF DEGREE=7 
MISSING=9 
MISSING=99 
MISSING=99 
ID2 1-2 ID NUMBER 
CARD2 3-4 CARD NUMBER 
LTVEWITH 5-6 TEENS CURRENT LIVING SITUATION STEPMOM & DAD=I 
S1H'DAD& M0M=2 
BOTHPARENTS=3 
OTHER RELATIVE=4 
AL0NE=5 
GIRLFRIEND=6 
BOYFRIEND=7 
MOM & BOYFRIEND=8 
DAD & GIRLFRIEND=9 
MOTHER ONLY=10 
FATHER 0NLY=11 
OTHER=12 
MISSING=99 
SEXABUSE 7 SEXUAL ABUSE IN FAMILY NEVER=1 
0NCE=2 
SOMETIME=3 
0FTEN=4 
VERY OFTEN=5 
TWOPAREN 8 GROW UP WITH 2 PARENTS IN HOME YES=1 NO=2 MISSING=9 
PARMARR 9 WERE PARENTS MARRIED YES=l NO=2 MISSING=9 
PARTOG 10 PARENTS STILL TOGETHER YES=1 NO=2 MISSING=9 
PARBIOL 11 ARE THEY BOTH BIO-PARENTS YES=1 N0=2 MISSING=9 
PARHAPPY 12 WERE THEY HAPPY YES=1 NO=2 MISSING=9 
PARUVE 13 WHICH PARENT RAISED YOU MALE=1 
FEMALE=2 
MISSING=9 
REMPARTG 14 EVER REMEMBER PARENTS TOGETHER YES=1 N0=2 MISSING=9 
OrVORAGE 15-16 TEENS AGE WHEN PARENTS DIVORCED AGE IN YEARS 
MISSING=99 
SEEPAR 17 HOW OFTEN SEE NON-CUSTODIAL 
PARENT 
NEVER=l 
ONCE/TWICE A YEAR=2 
EVERY FEW M0NTHS=3 
EVERY (OTHER) WEEK=4 
ALMOST EVERY DAY=5 
MISSING=9 
MOSTSUPP 18 WHO GIVES YOU MOST SUPPORT BOYFRIEND=l 
TEACHER=2 
BEST FRIEND=3 
GRANDFATHER=4 
SISTER=5 
BROTHER=6 
GRANDMOTHER=7 
0THER=8 
MISSING=9 
MOMSUPP 19 MOMS SUPPORT RANKED MOST SUPPORT=:l 
SECOND MOST 
SUPP0RT=2 
THIRD MOST SUPP0RT=3 
DADSUPP 20 DADS SUPPORT RANKED MOST SUPP0RT=1 
SECOND MOST 
102 
OTHERSUP 21 OTHER SUPPORT RANKED 
ALCOHOL 22 PARENTS ABUSE ALCOHOL 
DAD1-DAD30 23-52 FATHER INVENTORY 
DADID 53-54 WHO IS FATHER IN INVENTORY 
DADCHANG 55 HOW RELATIONSHIP WITH DAD 
CHANGED 
ID3 1-2 ID NUMBER 
CARD3 3-4 CARD NUMBER 
MOMl- 5-34 MOTHER INVENTORY 
MOM30 
MOMID 35-36 WHO IS MOTHER IN INVENTORY 
MOMCHANG 37 HOW RELATIONSHIP WITH MOM 
CHANGED 
SUPPORT=2 
THIRD MOST SUPP0RT=3 
MOST SUPPORT=l 
SECOND MOST 
SUPP0RT=2 
THIRD MOST SUPPORT=3 
YES=1 NO=2 MISSING=3 
NOTLIKE=l 
SOMEWHAT LIKE=2 
A LOT LIKE=3 
BIO FATHER=01 
ADOPTIVE FATHER=02 
STEPFATHER=03 
MOM'S BOYFRIEND=04 
GRANDFATHER=05 
OTHER RELATIVE=06 
NHGHBOR=07 
TEACHER=08 
OTHER=09 
MISSING=99 
MUCHW0RSE=1 
SOMEWHAT W0RSE=2 
HAS NOT CHANGED=3 
SOMEWHAT BETrER=4 
MUCH BETTER=5 
MISSING=9 
NOTLIKE=l 
SOMEWHAT LIKE=2 
A LOT LIKE=3 
BIO MOTHER=OI 
ADOPTIVE MOTHER=02 
STEPMOTHER=03 
DAD'S GIRLFRIEND=04 
GRANDMOTHER=05 
OTHER RELATIVE=06 
NEIGHBOR=07 
TEACHER=08 
OTHER=09 
MISSING=99 
MUCH WORSE=l 
SOMEWHAT W0RSE=2 
HAS NOT CHANGED=3 
SOMEWHAT BETTER=4 
MUCHBETrER=5 
MISSING=9 
103 
ESTEEM 1- 38-47 ROSENBERG'S SELF ESTEEM 
ESTEEMIO 
LOCUS 1- 48-56 LOCUS OF CONTROL 
L0CUS9 
ID4 1-2 
CARD4 3-4 
SmWHOl 5 
ID NUMBER 
CARD NUMBER 
OLDEST SIBLING 
SIBAGEl 6-7 OLDEST SIBLINGS AGE 
SIBWH02 8 NEXT OLDEST SIBLING 
SDB AGE2 9-10 NEXT OLDEST SIBLINGS AGE 
SIBWH03 11 NEXT OLDEST SIBLING 
SIBAGE3 12-13 NEXT OLDEST SIBLINGS AGE 
SIBWH04 14 NEXT OLDEST SIBLING 
SIBAGE4 15-16 NEXT OLDEST SIBLINGS AGE 
SIBWH05 17 NEXT OLDEST SIBLING 
STRONGLY DISAGREE=l 
DISAGREE=2 
AGREE=3 
STRONGLY AGREE=4 
MISSING=9 
STRONGLY DISAGREE=1 
DISAGREE SOMEWHAT=2 
SUGHTLY DISAGREE=3 
SUGHTLY AGREE=4 
AGREE SOMEWHAT=5 
STRONGLY AGREE=6 
MISSING=9 
BR0THER=1 
SISTER=2 
SELF=3 
STEPBROTHER=4 
STEPSISTER=5 
MISSING=9 
AGE IN YEARS 
MISSING=99 
BR0THER=1 
SISTER=2 
SELF=3 
STEPBROTHER=4 
STEPSISTER=5 
MISSING=9 
AGE IN YEARS 
MISSING=99 
BR0THER=1 
SISTER=2 
SELF=3 
STEPBROTHER=4 
STEPSISTER=5 
MISSING=9 
AGE IN YEARS 
MISSING=99 
BR0THER=1 
SISTER=2 
SELF=3 
STEPBROTHER=4 
STEPSISTER=5 
MISSING=9 
AGE IN YEARS 
MISSING=99 
BROTHER=l 
SISTER=2 
SELF=3 
STEPBROTHER=4 
STEPSISTER=5 
104 
SIBAGE5 18-19 NEXT OLDEST SIBLINGS AGE 
SIBWH06 20 NEXT OLDEST SIBLING 
SIBAGE6 21-22 NEXT OLDEST SIBLINGS AGE 
SIBWH07 23 YOUNGEST SIBLING 
SIBAGE7 24-25 YOUNGEST SIBLINGS AGE 
MISSING=9 
AGE IN YEARS 
MISSING=99 
BROTHER=I 
SISTER=2 
SELF=3 
STEPBROTHER=4 
STEPSISTER=5 
MISSING=9 
AGE IN YEARS 
MISSING=99 
BROTHER=l 
SISTER=2 
SELF=3 
STEPBROTHER=4 
STEPSISTER=5 
MISSING=9 
AGE IN YEARS 
MISSING=99 
105 
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